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PEEFACE. 


TnBRB are no two of the better-known English Philosophers 
whose writings are so closely related as those of Shaftesbury 
and Hutcheson. It is, therefore, appropriate that tl^ey should 
both be noticed in the same volume. ^ 

The Life of Shaftesbury, which appears in this work, is the 
most detailed which has yet been published. It is mainly 
taken from original documents contained among the Shaftes¬ 
bury Papers in the Public Record Office. The authorities for 
my statements are almost invariably given. My warmest 
thanks are due to Mr. Noel Sainsbury for the valuable in¬ 
formation and the efficient assistance which he constantly 
afforded to me during the progress of this part of my book. 
His well-arranged catalogue of the Shaftesbury Papers has 
now rendered this most important series ^of documents easily 
accessible to the student of history. It is also a great pleasure 
to me to take this opportunity of expressing my gratitude to 

f . 

Mr. Garnett of the British Museum, who is always ready to 
give every assistance and facility to any one engaged in 
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serious study iu the Museum. It is to him that 1 oure my 
knowled^ of several manuscripts in the British Museum^ 
bearing on Shaftesbury^s life^or writings. 

I have also to express my thanks to the Publishers of the 
Eneyclopisdia Britannica for their courtesy in permitting me 
to m'a&e use of my article on Hutcheson^ already published in 
the* Bne^clopadia. The four chapters^ however^ on Hutcheson, 
contained in this volume, embody much more matter, and 
are, in every way, more complete, than my article, which was 
necessarily composed with a view to condensation. 

C. a a Oxford, March 20, 1882. 
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SHAFTESBUBY. 


CHAPTER I. 

Jt 

LIFE AND CHARACTER. 

The printed materials for a Life of Shaftesbury are somewhat 
scanty. They consist mainly of his published letters, of the 
account of him in the General Bictionarif^ by Dr. Thomas 
Birch, subsequently editor of Bacon*s works, a writer and 
compiler of considerable reputation, in his day, and, lastly, 
of Toland*s Introduction to Letters from the late- Mari of 
Shafieshnry to Robert Molesworthy Esq. This last work was 
published, without the permission either of Lord Molesworth, 
the donor of the letters, or of Shaftesbury's family, who, 
considering the character of the contents, were naturally very 
indignant at their premature publication. 1 shall recur here¬ 
after to this subject, but I mention the circumstance at on($c, 

* The General Dictionary (J 734-41) is founded on the Dictionary of 
Bayle, but contains many additional lives. Hrhe principal contributors 
are J. F. Bernard, T. Birch, and J. Lockman. The original papers from 
which Dr. Birch’s Life of Shaftesbury was printed are contained in the 
Birch MSS. in the British Museum, No. 4254. Two letters which 
passed between him and the Fourth Earl, showing that the Life in the 
General Dietioneay was not only extracted from the MS. Life written 
by the Fourth Earl (see below) but also revised by him, are contained in 
No. 4318 of the same collection. It is very curious that Dr. Birch makes 
no adotowledgments to jj^e Fourth Earl in his printed Life. Probably, 
for some reason or other, he had been requested not to do so. 



2 


SHAFTESBUR Y. 


because I think that the indignation of Shaftesbury^s family 
and friends at the behaviour of Toland should lead us to view 
with some misgiving the unqualified condemnation of the 
" Introduction " expressed by Dr. Birch, who describes it as 
"chiefly founded on conjecture,’* and containing "many 
things absolutely false.” As the document must, however, 
be regai'ded with suspicion, I shall never use it as an 
authority, without expressly citing it. 

I have been able, however, by means of the Shaftesbury 
Papers, now deposited in the Record Office, and admirably 
arranged and catalogued by Mr. Noel Sainsbury, both to 
check and to supplement the printed authorities. The papers 
relating to the Third Earl of Shaftesbury, which are very 
numerous, and would, I think, well repay a more caibful 
’ investigation than that which I have been able to give to 
them, include, besides many letters and memoranda, two lives 
of him, composed by his son, the Fourth Earl. One of these 
is a rough draft in the handwriting of the Fourth Earl, 
accompanied by several loose papers, on which are written 
still rougher drafts of sentences or paragraphs; the other a 
fair copy, occasionally omitting, however, passages or clauses 
of interest which are contained in the other manuscripts. The 
fair copy is evidently the original of the Life in the General 
Dictionary, which usually reproduces it word for word, 
though several portions of the Earl’s account are omitted in 
the printed biography, and sometimes small details are sup¬ 
plied by Dr. Birch which are not in the original. It would 
be needlessly t^ious, in the following sketch, to discriminate 
the various authorities for each minute particular; but, 
speaking generidly, it may be understood that, when not 
otherwise stei^> I am following the account of Dr. Birch as 
extracted from the fair copy of the Life written by the Fourth 
Bari. This sketch of his Father’s Life, says its authbr, " was 
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once intended to have been prefixed to a new edition of the 
Characteristics, though^ upon considering farther on it^ that 
thought was laid aside. For the lives of persons who spend 
most of their time in study can never afford matter to enliven 
a narrative.” We, at this distance of time, can only regret 
that the writer was so modest and reticent as not to leave us 
still further details of his father’s life and character. 


Anthony Ashley Cooper, the third Earl of Shaftesbury 
was born at Exeter House in London, February 26, 1670-1. 
He was grandson of the celebrated and unfortunate Earl 
of Shaftesbury, who was Lord High Chancellor of England 
in the time of Charles II., and son of the second Earl by the 
Lady Dorothy Manners, daughter of John Earl of Rutland, 
The marriage between his father and mother, the father being 
then only seventeen years of age, had been negotiated by no 
less a person than John Locke, who was a trusted friend of 
the first Earl of Shaftesbury, and long an inmate of his 
house. The story is told, with some little exaggerations 
towards the close of the narrative, by the subject of the 
present memoir. " My father was an only child, and of no 
firm health; which induced my grandfather, in concern for 
his family, to think of marrying him as soon as possible. 
He was too young and inexperienced to choose a wife for 
himself, and my grandfather too much in business to choose 
one for him. The affair was nice, for, though my grandfather 
required not a great fortune, he insisted on ^od blood, good 
person and,constitution, and, above all, good education and a 
character as remote as possible from that of Court- or Town- 
bred Lady. All this was thrown upon Mr. Lock, who, 
being already so good a judge of men, my grandfather 
doubted not of his equal judgment in women. He departed 
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from him, ontrusted and sworn, as Abraham's head-servant 
that ruled over all that he had, and went into a far country 
(the North of England) to seek for his son a wife whom he 
as successfully found Locke's commission, however, was 
not quite of the roving character here represented. It was 
definitely to the Earl of K-utland's at Belvoir Castle, whither 
he accompanied his pupil, then Mr. Ashley, in the summer of 
1669, and where he seems to have brought the negotiations 
to a successful issue. This second Lord Shaftesbury appears 
to have been a poor creature, both physically and mentally; 

born a shapeless lump, like anarchy," according to what is 
doubtless the Overwrought metaphor of Dryden. Any way, 
according to the testimony even of the Fourth Earl, as 
contained in the rough draft of the Zife, he ** was confined 
almost altogether within doors," and, when a man, was still 
suffering from the medical treatment he had received for a 
disorder he had fallen into, when but fifteen years old." At 
the early age of three, his son was made over to the formal 
guardianship of the* grandfather. Locke, who, in his capacity 
of medical attendant to the Ashley household, had already 
assisted in bringing the boy into* the world, though not his 
instructor, was entrusted with the superintendence of his 
education. Tlie care of the philosopher was extended to his 
health and bodily training as well as to his mental develop¬ 
ment. And, if Shaftesbury's memory did not deceive him, 
when writing in middle life, it was afterwards shared in by 
his * six brothers and sisters. The letter already quoted, 
process: ** 06 her" (the wife whom Locke '' successfully 
fo||ind^^) " I and six more of us, brothers and sisters, were 

J letter fi-oapf Third Earl of Shaftesbury to Le Clero, preserved in 
m Xii^ry at Amsterdam, This letter was published in 

Mftmt and .Ektf^peries^ vol. ili. pp. 97—99. There are two copies 

of it amongst the i^aftmbury Papers in the Record Office (Bundle 22, 
Letter Books 2 and 6)* * 
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bom; in whose education Mr. Locke governed according to 
his own principles (since published by him) and with such 
success that we all of us came to full years, with strong and 
healthy constitutions : my own the worst, though never 
faulty till of late. I was his more peculiar charge, being, as 
eldest son, taken by my grandfather and bred under his 
immediate care: Mr. Lock having the absolute direction of 
my education, and to whom, next my immediate parents, as 
I must own the greatest obligation, so I have ever preserved 
the highest gratitude and duty.^* A few lines lower, 
Shaftesbury styles Locke his " friend and foster-father,” 
though this sentiment did not prevent him, as we shall 
hereafter see, from severely criticising the principles of 
Locke's philosophy. The actual instruction was given, not 
by Locke, but by a Mrs. Elizabeth Birch, daughter of a 
schoolmaster in Oxfordshire or Berkshire. This lady, who 
was a proficient in the learned languages, pursued Locke's 
method of teaching Latin and Greek conversationally,® and 
that with such success that, at the age of eleven, it is said, 
on the authority of his son, young Ashley could read both 
languages with ease. During part of this time, the governess 
and her pupil were established in a separate house at 
Clapham. At the age of eleven, Anthony Ashley was sent 
to a private school, where he remained till his grandfather's 
death. In November, 168S, some months after that event, 
"his father carried him to Winchester," and entered him 
there as a Warden's boarder. In addition to the rough 
manners, which were common to the English public schools 
at that time, and which must have been specially impulsive 
to a shy, retiring boy, like young Ashley, |^th mastere' and 
boys seem to have been addicted to ^rd dr^ing.^ His 

^ See Lc»che*B Thmght* eonceiming JEducaHon^ §§ 162,163. 

* A deplorable accoant of the school is given in a letter written by 
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residence at Wincliester, however, was prematurely cut ihort 
The boys appear to have taunted him with the opinions and 
fate of his grandfather, and, rendered miserable by this 
treatment, he deft school in 1686 for a course of foreign 
travel. His new tutor was Mr. Daniel Denoue, a Scotchman, 
a very ingenious honest person,” and his travelling-com¬ 
panions Sir John Cropley (with whom he kept up an 
uninterrupted friendship to the end of his life) and Mr. 
Thomas Sclater Bacon. This change was probably fortunate 
for his mental development, as he was thus brought into 
direct contact with those aitistic and classical associations 
which afterwards exercised so marked an inhuence on his 
character and opinions. “My Father,” says the Fourth Earl, 
“spent a considerable time in Italy, where he acquired a 
great knowledge in the Polite Arts. That he had a sound 
judgment in Painting the treatises he wrote on that subject 
plainly evince. He understood Sculpture also extremely well, 
and could himself design to some degree of perfection. Of 
the rudiments of Music too he was not ignorant, and his 
thoughts concerning it have been approved by the greatest 
masters in that science. He made it his endeavour, while 
abroad, to apply himself as much as possible to the improving 
those accomplishments, and for that reason did not greatly 
seek the conversation of other English young gentlemen on 
their travels.” A youth on his travels, who had imbibed 
Shaftesbury's tastes, would probably, not even now, be much 
attracted by the society and conversation of his contem¬ 
poraries, and the English public-school education of those 
days probably left fewer traces of culture, and inspired boys 

^ Lord Ashley to his father, on what seemed to be the hopeless case of his 
brother Maurio^^ in July, 1669. A copy of the letter is contained in an 
Entry Book, mtirked lliTo, 9, in Bandle 22 of the Shaftesbury Papers in 
the ]^oord Office.. 
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less with the love of letters, than it does even in our own. 
But what Shaftesbury (or, as I ought rather to call him at 
this period of his life, Lord Ashley) failed to find among the 
young men of his own age, he seems to have been fortunate 
enough to meet with amongst their tutors. With them, 
even when he could not learn anything from them, he could 
at least converse bn congenial topics. It must not, however, 
be inferred from this account that young Ashley was what 
we should now call a milksop or a prig. " His learning,'^ 
says his son, speaking of a somewhat later period in his life, 
though very extensive, was of an ingenious gentleman-like 
sort, without any mixture of pedantry or conceit.” He 
spoke French so fluently, and with so perfect an accent, that, 
in France, he was often mistaken for a native; “ and the ease 
and agility he showed in performing those exercises, in which 
that nation excel, contributed to the leading them into that 
opinion.” 

In 1689, the year after the Revolution, Lord Ashley 
returned to England, and might at once have been returned 
to Parliament for one of those boroughs in which his family 
had an interest.^ He preferred, however, for the present, to 
devote himself to study, and, for nearly five years from this 
time, he appears to have led a quiet, uneventful, and studious 
life. There can be no doubt that the greater part of his 
attention was directed to the perusal of those classical authors, 
and to the attempt to realize the true spirit of that classical 

antiquity, for which he had conceived so ardent a passion. 

• 

* It was not till a few years later that an Act of Parliament (7 and 8 
Will. III. c. 26, 8. 8) was passed, disqualifying minors from being elected 
to the House of Commons. Even after this time, however, they some¬ 
times sat by oounivanoe, as, for instance, Charles James Fox for Mid- 
hurst and Lord John Bussell for Tavistock. See Sir Erskine May’s haw 
ParHament. 
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^'Perhaps no modern/’ says Poland in his Introduction, 
** ever turned the Ancients more into sap and blood, as they 
say, than he. Their doctrines he understood as well as them¬ 
selves, and their virtues he practised better,” He had no 
inteiition,, however, of becoming a recluse, or of permanently 
holding himself aloof from public life. '' But he admired in 
them nothing so much,” proceeds Poland, as that Love of 
one’s Country, that passion for true Freedom, which they 
perpetually inspire, and of which they afford such numerous 
examples.” Accordingly, on the death of Sir John Trenchard 
the member for Poole, he availed himself of the opportunity 
of entering Parliament, and was returned for that borough. 
May 21, 1695. This Parliament was dissolved in October 
of the same year, but Lord Ashley was, as a matter of course, 
again returned for Poole in the new Parliament which met 
in November. He soon found occasion for asserting that 

passion for true freedom,” of which Poland speaks in con¬ 
nexion wAh his study of the classics. The Bill for regulating 
Trials in cases of Treason, which had been dropped, in con¬ 
sequence of differences between the Lords and Commons, in 
1691, was re-introduced early in the first session of the new 
Parliament. One of its provisions was that a person indicted 
for treason or misprison of treason should be allowed the 
.assistance of Counsel. Lord Ashley rose, in his place in the 
House of Commons, to speak in favour of the Bill. But so 
overcome was he by shyness and natural modesty, that, 
acep^ing to the account given by his son, he '' could not 
utter a syllable of what he intended, by which he found how 
true Mr. Lock’s caution to lh|ii^ad been not to engage at 
first setting out in an un^rtJHl^ of difficulty but to rise to 
it gradually.” * He soon reco|6red himself, however, suffi- 

* Thu h mttoh the same advice liCoke subsequenffy i^ave to hie 
joang cousin, PetSr King, who aflerwaids became Lord Kjng and ]^rd 
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ciently to take advantage of the situation, and^ with more 
effect than if he had made the most eloquent speech, he simply 
said, before sitting down: " If I, sir, who rise only to speak my 
opinion on the bill now depending, am so confounded, that I 
am unable to express the least of what I proposed to say; 
what must the condition of that man be, who is pleading for 
his life without any assistance and under apprehensions of 
being deprived of it?" “The sudden turn of thought," 
proceeds the Fourth Earl,*“ which by some was imagined to 
have been premeditated, though it really was as 1 mentioned, 
pleased the House extremely; and, it is generally believed, 
carried a greater weight than any of the arguments which 
were offered in favour of the bill."^ The Bill passed the 
Commons on Dec. 18, 1695, and, after the insertion of 
the Lords' Amendments, was at length agreed to by the 
Upper House. Another Bill, in which Lord Ashley took an 
interest, was one imposing a property qualification on Mem¬ 
bers of Parliament, and incapacitating electors who vAre guilty 

Chancellor: ** I cannot forbear saying this much to yon, that when you 
first open your mouth at the bar, it should be in some easy plain matter 
that you are perfectly master of.*' Locke to King, June 27, 1698, 
printed in Lord Campbeirs lAves of ike Chancellors, 

^ This story is told of Charles Montague, subsequently Earl of Halifax, 
in a Lfe of Halifax (p. 30), published in 1715, and is repeated of him 
by Johnson in the Lives, of the Poets, The Fourth Earl does not seem * 
to be aware that it had been told of any one but his father, but Dr. Birch 
adds a reference to the Life of Halifax, and says the story **haB been 
erroneously related of that Earl.” If we may judge from internal 
evidence, it is far more appropriate to a shy and retiring man, new to 
Parliamentary life, like I^rd Ashley, than to a practised speaker and 
debater, like Montague, who had li M iii the House of Commons from the 
Convention of 1688*9 onwards. ^Xlmay add that the story is related 
with much detail by the Fourth Em olhii, father (”he had p»pared a 
speech which those he showed it^tolllbought a very proper one upon the 
occasion,**), and that in Horace Wal;^e'8 Catalogue of R&f/al and Nolle 
Authors it is told of Shaitesbuiy and not of Halifax. 
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of corruption or treating. In a letter to Thomas Stringer, 
who had been his grandfather's 'steward, dated Eeb. 15, 
1696 (that is, 1696 N.S.), he complains bitterly of the party 
spirit which was then so rampant in the House, and of the 
treatment received by any member who asserted his inde¬ 
pendence. "You could, I believe, scarcely imagine with 
yourself, who these arc in the world, or who they are in the 
House, who oppose this and all other such bills as this might 
and main; and who they are that are condemned for flying in 
the face of the government, as they call it, by being for such 
things as these are, and pressing such hard things on the 
prerogative or court. In short, you would hardly believe that 
your poor friend, that now writes to you, has sentence (and 
bitter sentence too) every day passing upon him, for going, as 
you may be sure he goes and ever will go on such occasions as 
these; whatever party it be that is in or out at court, that is 
in possession of the places and afraid of losing their daily 
bread by^not being servile enough, or that are out of places 
and think, by crossing the court and siding with good and 
popular things against it, to get into those places of profit 
and management."® Throughout this Parliament, Ashley 
seems to have adopted a thoroughly independent line of 
action. His motto was emphatically “Measures not men." 
Though, in the strictest sense of the term, a Whig, alike by 
'^descent, by education, and by conviction, he was always 
ready to support any measures, from whatever quarter they 
came, whether from Somers or Montague, or from Godolphin 
or. Harley, provided that they appeared to him to promote 
the liberty of the subject and the independence of Parlia¬ 
ment. Hence, in the tangled.^politics of that age, when each 
party was often taking the side which, from its antecedents, ^ 
might least be expected, he could never, apparently, be 

* Ashley to Stringer, first published in the General Dictionary* 
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reckoned on to give a party vote. Of conrse, he incurred the 
displeasure and suffered from the disparagement of those 
whom he opposed. Toland^ speaking of the ‘'Apostate 
Whigs," who "could not endure him," says: "They gave 
out that he was splenetic and melancholy j whimsical and 
eaten up with vapours: whereas he was in reality just the 
reverse, naturally cheerful and pleasant, ever steady in his 
principles, and the farthest in the world from humoursome or 
fanljfistical.” "They gave out that he was too bookish, 
because not given to play, nor assiduous at court; that he 
was no good companion, because not a rake nor a hard 
drinker, and that he was no man of the world, because not 
selfish nor open to bribes.'^ According to the same authority, 
who is here supported by independent testimony, "the prin¬ 
cipal heads which offended him" in the action of many of 
his old friends, called by Toland “the Apostate W^higs," 
were "their opposing the Bill for Triennial Parliaments, that 
for regulating trials in cases of High Treason, that for ascer¬ 
taining the Judges* Commissions and Salaries, that for 
qualifying Members of Parliament by estates in land and 
excluding them from offices and pensions, that for reducing 
the standing forces, and some other bills of the like nature, 
either explaining or restraining the Prerogative." At a time 
when the newly established order in Church and State was 
safe neither from foes without nor foes within, it is not so 
plain that those who were shy of restraining the Royal 
Prerogative, of increasing the independence of Parliament, 
and of multiplying the occasions for changing the public policy, 
were actuated solely by motives of sycophancy or corruption. 
There were many cross*current« in the politics of those years, 
and, perhaps, the pilot who seemed to pursue a vacillating 
course might not unreasonably claim the favourable judgment 
of his contemporaries. But that Lord Ashley, who was pro- 
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bably able to see great issues and to realise leading principles 
more readily than he was to enter into the ever-shifting com¬ 
plications of practical politics, acted in perfect good faiths and 
was inspired solely by an ardent desire for the public interests^ 
there can be no doubt.* Unfortunatelyi his health was so 
t^acherous that, on the Dissolution in July, 1698, he was 
oldiged to retire from Parliamentary life. '' The fatigues of 
attending regularly upon the service of the House (which in 
those active times generally sat long as well as upon C6m- 
mittees at night) in a few years so impaired my Father's 
health, who was not of a robust constitution, that he was 
obliged to decline coming again into Parliament on the Disso¬ 
lution in 1698."^ "He was in some little time,” says 
Poland, " from one of the healthiest and most sprightly young 
noblemen in England, so violently seized with an asthma, 
that he could with great dij£culty endure the fatigue of 
Parliamentary attendance; and at last could not bear with the 
smoke of London, which suffocated him to such a degree that 
^ he was forced to quit even the neighbourhood of it.” Those 
who are acquainted with the events of Locke's life will recollect 
that he too, shortly after his return to England, had been 
obliged to retire from London, in consequence of the " pesti¬ 
lent smoke of this city,” and that he too, like his pupil, 
suffered from asthma.^ Many are the subsequent complaints 

* In the mugh draft, though not in the fair copy, of the by the 
Fourth Earl, oocnrs the following paragraph: “ Several gentlemen in the 
Hqui» of Commona, who were of the same sentiments with my hither, 
formed a little society by the name of the Independent Club, of which he 
was a member and had the chief hand in setting up, but this club was of 
no long dniui^.*' 
i 16 , mft by the Fourth Earl. 

^ See Iiwkq*s Letter to Limborch, Haroh 12,1689; my in 
Jfesi p. 56, or Mr. Fox-Bottme*s of Loehe, 

nAf il p. 150. 
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of Shaftesbury about the " town-smoke/' and the east winds 
which carried it as far as his '' little house ** at Chelsea.^ 
The smoke of London seems to have been more oppressive in 
those days than even in our own, or perhaps it is an affliction 
which we have learnt to bear more patiently than our 
ancestors. 

Lord Ashley, however, was able for a time to escape both 
from the smoke of the city and from the troubled waters of 
English politics. " My-Father being then released from the 
confinement of the House was at liberty to spend his time 
wherever it was most agreeable to him j he went directly into 
Holland, where he became acquainted with several learned 
and ingenious men who resided in that country, which in¬ 
duced him to continue there about a twelvemonth.^' Amongst 
the “learned and ingenious men" with whom he became 
acquainted, or whose acquaintance he renewed (for a letter 
written to Furly, June 27, 1691,^ commending to his care his 
brother Maurice, proves that he had himself passed through 
Holland on his travels as a youth), were Le Clerc (Joannes 
Clericus), the philosopher, theologian, and critic, who was 
now engaged in editing the Bibliotkeqm Universellef one of 
the earliest literary and scientific reviews; Bayle, then a Pro¬ 
fessor at Rotterdam, subsequently the author of the celebrated 
dictionary which bears bis name; Benjamin Furly, the Eng¬ 
lish quaker merchant, at whose house Locke had resided 
during his stay in Rotterdam, and who was always so ready to 
show kindness and hospitality to his countrymen sojourning 
in Holland; and probably Limborch and the rest of the lite¬ 
rary circle of which Locke had been a cherished and honoured 

* ilef, for instiitice, the letters to Molesnrorth. 

* See Original LetterSf 2nd ed., p. 54, but the letter is there wrongly 
dated. The original of letter is amongst the Shaftesbary Papers in 
the Recoid Office (Bundle 30, No. 3). 
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member nine or ten years before. To Lord AshIo|y^ &%''^il^ty 
tWas probably far more congenial than the aristoe^fatfe and 

surroundings which he had left behiha him in % 
England. Unrestrained conversation on the topics which* 
most interested him—philosophy, polities, morals, religion— 
was at this time to be had in Holland with less danger and in 
grater abundance than in any other country in the world. It 
is to this period, in all probability, that we must refer a story 
told of him and Bayle.® Lord Ashley, as he would then 
be, if I am right in referring the story to this visit, had con¬ 
cealed his name and title, passing himself off as a student in 
Physio, in order that he might pursue his literary avocations 
with the greater freedom. Towards the end of his stay, 
however, he wished to be known to Bayle under his real name, 
and requested Furly, who was in the secret, to invite them 
both to dinner. Bayle received a formal invitation to meet 
Lord Ashley. On the morning of the day fixed for the party, 
he accidentally called upon his friend, the medical student, and 
was pressed to stay. It was impossible for him to do so, he 
said, for I must be punctual to an engagement where I am 
to meet my Lord Ashley.” “ The second interview,” proceeds 
the Fourth Earl, ‘'caused some mirth, and their intimaby was 
rather increased than lessened after the discovery; for they 


^ The Fourth Lord ttiUs this story in connexion with his father’s visit 
to Holland in 1703-4, bat, after the prolonged visit in 1698-9, Shaftes- 
boxy mast have been too well kaown, at all events within his own circle, 
to have passed off, a second time, under an assumed name, liven had 
his name and rank become known in 1699, they were almost certain 
to trsnsplre within the three or four years which elapsed between l^e two 
visits. Moreover, in one of his letters ta;.l^ly (dated Jan. 30,1701-^), 


: edntained amcngst the Shaftesbury ^ 

'r^ved lately a present ffom Mr, of his for 

"which prsy retmrn him my humble tbamcs. I shall do it mys^f in a 
post ^ twor In the i^igne^ to the 

edHisrvisit. ■; ■ ( 
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neiver b, correspondence together after my Father's 

return tp Mbnsieur Bayle's death.” ® To the period of thii| 
Tisit to Holland must also probably be referred the surrfp* 
titious impression or publication, during his absence, of an 
imperfect edition of the Inquiry concerning Virtue, ** During 
my Father's stay in Holland ” (though here again the Fourth 
Earl refers the event to the third visit), an imperfect edition 
of his Inquiry e^ter Virtue was printed' surreptitiously, 
taken &om a rough draught, sketched when he was but 
twenty years of age. He was greatly chagrined at this, and 
immediately bought up the whole impression before many of 
the books were sold, and set about completing the treatise 
which he published himself not long after.^ The person who 
treated him so unhandsomely he soon discovered to be Mr. 
Toland, who made this ungrateful return for the favours he 
had received from him. For my Father then allowed him 
(at his earnest importunity) an annual stipend, though he 
never had any great opinion of him. In this manner my 
Father frequently bestowed pensions on men of learning who 

Bes Maiseaujc, in his Life of Bajle prefixed to the Dictionary^ repre¬ 
sents Shaftesbury as iatenrening on Bayle's behalf, in 1706, with Lord 
Sundeflsnd, who suspected him of maintaining communications with the 
French Government, and who seems to have been on the point of asking 
for hik mcpulsion from Holland. 

* In the rough draft of the Life, the word ‘'published ’’ is struck out, 
and the word “printed" inserted. In the General Dictionary (the 
account in which was seen and corrected by the Fourth Earl), the im¬ 
pression or publication of this imperfect edition is referred to Lord 
Ashley’s absence from England in 1698-9. In the First Edition of the 
Charcusterietice (1711), the Inquiry is described as “printed first in 
1699," and “ formerly'prixi||M|A^m an imperfect copy; now corrected and 
pubU^I^ intire." I havi^ been able to see any copy of Toland’s 
ediiidi^ir to find any menli^of it in a Catalogue. 

* As the comply ^tion dil pot appear till 1711, this statement pro- < 

needs on what is impression of the Fourth Earl as to 

the date of Toland^s ‘ ' 

•* ‘ * -s' 
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stood in need of such assistance, and gave sums of money 
besides to those whom by experience he found dei^rving.” 
Of I'oland’s character, and of Shaftesbury's generosity %o ^ 
st^ggling men of letters, I shall have other opportunities of 
speaking. 

Xiord Ashley returned to England after an absence of over 
a tweivemonth, and on Nov. 10, 1699, not long after his 
return, he succeeded to the title of Earl o£ Shaftesbury by the 
death of his father. For some time he was occupied with 
arranging his private and family afiairs, to which he always 
appears to have devoted exemplary attention. He took his 
seat, however, in the House of Lords, Jan. 19, 1699-1700, 
and attended with tolerable regularity during the rest of the 
session.* Parliameni was dissolved on the 19th of December,, 
;^1700, and the General Election, which ensued, was the occa>* 
sion of a fierce contest between the Whigs and Tories. , 
Shaftesbury, who, of course, exerted his influence on the 
Whig side, though he acknowledged that the Whigs had 
in recent years “ been shameful in their over great condescen¬ 
sions to the Court," and by this conduct had lost their 
interest much in the country," * took a very active part in 
the elections of his own neighbourhood. “ We are now in 
the midst of our elections," he writes to Furly, Jan. 11, 
1700-1,® “of which the West of England having much the 
greatest share, and I being here placed with my fortune and 
all my interest, you may imagine 1 am not a little solicitous 
at this time of danger, having explained to you the extr^ity 

' * ike House of Lorde. The ’statements in the Gtmral 

and in the Ljfe by the Fourth Earl, that he ^ot attend 
ilonse dttrbg this session, are disproved hj the Lords* 

I' Le^^efs. Shaftesbury to Furly, Nov. 15, X70Q; ^^hhiEtes- 

Shaftesbnry Paptos, Bvndle SO, Ha 58: ; ‘ 
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of our afikirs by these rash counsels for a dissolution at this 
conjunctui^^ which I am satisfied the King ere this is fully 
convinced was a wrong measure, enough to ruin us all.” He 
hopes, tfhwever, that ''the whole force of the new Tory Ministry 
will not be able to create a Tory Parliament;” "though,” he 
adds, " it will come very near.” Shaftesbury, as we have 
seen, bad no scruple in asserting his independence on indi¬ 
vidual measures, by whichever side they Ihight be introduced, 
but there can be no doubt as to his general loyalty to 
his party. " The only thing t^ be hoped and prayed for," 
he proceeds in the same letter, "is that the Tory party 
may not be superior: for, if but ever so little inferior, 
their numbers will be of service rather than of injury: for, 
as it is said of water or fire, so it may be said of them, that 
they are good servants, but,ill masters; and, as by principles 
they are slaves, so they are only serviceable when they are 
kept so.” " Let our friends in Holland know their friends 
here, and take notice that it is that party that hate the Dutch 
and love Prance, and the Whigs the only contrary party that 
can now save them and England.” 

Shaftesbury's hopes were disappointed, and the new House 
of Commons, which met on the 6th of February, 1700-1, 
contained a large majority of Tories. The Journals of the 
House of Lords show that Shaftesbury was peculiarly 
regular in his attendance throughout this session, and indeed 
there were personal as well as party reasons why he should be 
' so. What is known as the Second Treaty of Partition, which 
had been concluded between England, Holland, and Prance 
in March 1700, had been divulged in the summer of this year, 
mA the general discontent, which it excited not only amongst 
the Tp^s bat also amongst several of the Wh^, had 
tmdonbt^y contributed to the Tory success in the general 
eleetioh* The near fioose of Commons attempted to 
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its resentment by impeaching not only the Earl of Portland^ 
who had taken an active part in negotiating the treaty^ but 
also the late ministers^ Admiral Russell, now Earl of Orford, 
Charles Montague, now Lord Halifax, and Lord Somers, 
whose share in the matter seems to have been limited to a 
reluctant aequicsjence or to mere privity. And, not content 
with impeaching them, they presented an address to the King, 
asking him to remove them from his councils and presence 
for ever. The Lords presented a counter-address, praying 
that the King would be pleased to pass no censure or punish¬ 
ment upon the Lords impeached, during the dependence of 
the impeachment, Shaftesbury being placed on the Committee 
for drawing up the address. The business of the impeach¬ 
ments occupied a considerable time, but at last fell through 
^kltogether, in the month of June, from the failure of tli^ 
Commons to appear in support of their charges. Shaftesbury 
was, no doubt, loyal to his friends and his party throughout 
these proceedings. The result of the impeachments must 
have been a great triumph to the Whigs, and it contributed, 
together with the growing jealousy of France, to which the 
existing ministry was supposed to be partial, to discredit the 
Tory majority in the lower house. Foreign affairs had taken 
a curious turn since the conclusion of the Second Partition 
Treaty. Charles the Second, King of Spain, the succession 
to whose dominions had been so unceremoniously parcelled 
out by the three powers, died on the 1st ot November, 1700. 
Philip Duke of Anjou, second son of the Dauphin, was named 
in his will as hmr to the undivided Spanish Monarchy» and, 
fafflhjji hitUit Charles Archduke of Austria. The temptation 
t(%8ttong for Louis the Fourteenth, and, notwithstending 
\ thetreaty, he accepted the ihrpne for hia grandson, 
' ^ij^qrse, the of Power ^ noW completely changed. 

of the English Parliament in 
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February 1700-1^ a messf^e was conveyed to the House of 
Lords that the States General had felt themselves obliged to 
acknowledge the title of the Duke of Anjou^ without any 
conditions. This necessity was laid upon them by the fact 
that Louis had adroitly turned out the Dutch garrisons which 
manned the border fortresses of the Spanish Netherlands^ and 
had replaced them by French troops. William made overtures 
to France for an accommodation, but in vain. The result was 
the conclusion of a new alliance at the Hague^ on the 7th of 
September^ between England, Holland, and the Emperor, 
This is known in history as thd Grand Alliance. Only nine 
days afterwards (Sept. 16, 1701), James the Second died at 
» St. Germains, and Louis, in spite of the treaty of Byswick, 
acknowledged his son as James the Third, King of England. 
The King of France had thus offered an affront which neither 
William nor the English nation could tolerate, and a war had 
now become inevitable. But the .prospect of a war with 
Franco and the possibility of a Jacobite invasion soon turned 
the tide against the Tories and in favour of the Whiga Both 
the king and the nation were weary of the Tory ministry, 
and, on November 11, Parliament was dissolved, in the hopes 
that a Whig majority, zealous for a French War and the 
Protestant Succession, would be returned. Nor were these 
hopes disappointed. The City of London set the example, 
and the nation at large responded by returning a working 
majorily, ready to support a Whig policy. To this result, 
and all that he conceived must follow from it, Shaftesbury 
had for some months been looking forward with eager ex¬ 
pectation. Writing to Furly on the 4th of the previous 
March, he says : No French King of Spain is a plaj# course, 
as plain as No King James, no owning a Prince of %ftles, no 
Popery nor Slavery"lihe People of England will (i^, the 
Court will let them) engage in a war, and never yield nor 
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hear of yielding whilst France is to have anything to do 
with Spain.” On the Ist of April, he says: I, who am 
naturally* so inactive, am working day and night for the 
common interest of Holland and this country.” On the 
15th»* he hopes that '' this session will he the last of this 
Parliament,” and “ doubts not but the Tories will so work 
that 4ihe King will be glad to be rid of them, and will be so, 
soon after the Parliament rises; for England cannot have 
justice till this Parliament be dissolved.” The distrust of the 
King, expressed at the end of this letter, is remarkable : He 
might do everything, had he resolution. The spirit of the 
people is greater and greater. They do not betray the 
common cause nor themselves, but, if he betray himself, wbat^ 
can we say or do ? ” Just before Parliament rose, he writes 
(June 20); "The House of Commons will be no sooner up, 
but I believe all England will be ready to petition the King 
to dissolve them.” Subsequently, he began to complain of 
the King^s delay, and even despaired of the Dissolution taking 
place. He foresees^(Sfept. 15) " inevitable ruin, if the King 
resolves again to meet this unhappy Parliament.” When, at 
last, the much wished-for Dissolution came, Shaftesbury 
exerted himself to the utmost, and with the most marked 
success. Writing to Purly, Dec. 29, jugt after the elections 
were over, he says: " 1 had the strongest obligation on earth 
upon me to act with vigour, as 1 have done, since the 
opportunity the King has most happily given us. And it 
has pleased Providence to bless me with great success. For, 
having my province (and that a very hard one) in two 
countl^ long in the hands of the most inveterate of the 
hdve^ pkr£y> t notwithstanding carried all that I attempted 
In Wlh, In one of them (viz, Wilts), which my brother” 

/ lett^ (Ho. ^ in Pandk 20 of Slbaftesbary Papf^) is wrongly 

f in Or^mt 
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[Maurice Ashley], "and his friend represent instead of two 
inyeterate Tories^ have there mended the elections by 8, 
which is a difference of 16 in Parliament; and in Dorsetshire 
(my own county) we have gained also considerably.” His 
friend Sir John Cropley was brought in for Shaftesbury, 
" which was ever entirely in their hands since my Grand¬ 
father’s death, but which I have now entirely recovered and 
made zealous.” He adds : " as a token that the King himself 
is right as we would wish, he yesterday gave me most hearty 
thanks for my zeal and good services on this occasion, and 
this before much company.” The Fourth Earl informs us 
that" the King told ” his Father " that he had turned the 
scale, and my Father after thi^ was so well approved of by the 
King that he had the offer of being Secretary of State, which 
his declining constitution would not allow him to accept 
hut, although he was disabled from engaging in such a course 
of business, he was not from giving ^the King his advice, who 
frequently consulted him on matters of the highest im¬ 
portance.” On Dec. 30 the houses met, and on Dec. 81 the 
King made the famous speech, which sent a thrill of""en¬ 
thusiasm throughout the nation, and which was afterwards 
printed in French, Dutch, and English, framed, and hung up 
in the houses of sound patriots and good Protestants through¬ 
out England and lilolland. In this speech he told his 
Parliament, if they were not wanting to themselves, but 

^ In a memorandum dated July 9,1703, preserved among the Shaites* 
bury Papers (Bundle 20, No. 73), Shaftesbury himself writes; “ My zeal 
for Obie Bevolution and the late King’s cause made me active for the 
support of that Government and for the establishment of the Protestant 
Succession; 'and it was my good fortune to have my services well thought 
of by the King and acknowledged by bim with great favour. I had the 
honour of many offers from bisa; hut, thinking 1 oonld beat serve him 
and my oountiy in s disinterested station, 1 resolved absolutely against 
taM&g any employment at Court.” 
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wouM ^iiert ancient vigour of the !£J|iglish nation, ; 
had yet tJle opportunity of securing to themselves an^^hli^ 
posterity the quiet enjoyxnent of their religion and liberties; 
he conjured them to disappoint the only hopes of their 
enemies by their unanimity; he declared how desirous he was 
of showing himself the common father of all his people, 
and he entreated them^ in their turn, to lay aside all parties ^ 
and divisions. " Let there be no other distinction heard of 
among us, for the future, but of those who are for the 
Protestant Religion and the present Establishment; and of 
those who mean a Popish Prince and a French Government/' 
The Fourth Earl says, " it was pretty well known ".that his 
father had the greatest share in composing this speech, and 
Dr. Birch repots the statement in the General BicHonary. 
Lord Stanhope, however, and Lord Campbell ascribe its com¬ 
position to Somers, and Lord Hardwicke states {hat )||| 
recollects seeing a draft of the speech among Somers' papers' 
in his own handwriting.^ Shaftesbury and SomCrs seem 
alwjiys to have been intimate friends, and, as the speech 
undoubtedly expresses the sentiments of them both, they may 
both have had a hand in composing it. On the 2nd of January, 
1701*2, Shaftesbury was one of the Committee appointed to 
draw up an address “ to assure His Majeaiy, that this House 
will stand by and assist him, in reducing the exorbitant 
jf>Qwer of , France and settling the balance of Europe." 

‘With the connivance of some of the Whigs, Harley had 
been elected Speaker of the new House of Commons. In a 
letter to Furly, dated Jan. 80, 1701-2," Shaftesbuiy says of 

MUeeUanmi* Staie Bapen, edited by Lord Hardwieke, 
; London* 1778. The greater part of Sotnera' Manasoripts was destroyed 
by a fire wlnch'^beoke out at ^ool&*s Ion in 1752. 

; Thk letter, iStOm 1 have sJrea^ quoted, U wrongly dated, as 
17024> in Ortgiml X/ettere* 
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Harley is cure at the bottom. I camot eaBhim 

ShMan of Virtae; for then he had not been lost to ns 
disobligation or ill-usage, which he has had sufficient. 
|He is truly what is called in the world a Great Man, and it is 
by him alone that Party has raised itself to such a greatness 

almost to destroy us.But I believe there is hopes 

lof gaining him. If He ” [meaning the King], “ who has'done 
so much to divide and break and ruin his own party and 
friends, will but do half "so much to piece ^em up and unite 
^em, the thing will be easy, and the cause our own. This 
Grentleman and others will then soon come over/* In a 
subsequent letter (Feb. 27), however, he regards Harley as 
“ desperately engaged " to the other party. 

Had the King^s life continued, Shaftesbury^s influence at 
Court would probably have been considerable, but, unfortu- 
M^ly for the prospects of the Whigs, William died on the 
of March, 1701-2. Though no change was made in 
the foreign relations of the kingdom, Anne, who had been 
taught to regard the Whig party with abhorrence, studiously 
excluded its leading representatives from office and from 
court. Somers was not only not sworn of the new Privy 
Council, but his name was even struck off the Commission of 
the Peace. Shaftesl)ury was deprived of the Vice-Admiralty of 
Dorset, which had been in the family for three successive 
generations, ''This slight," says his son, "though it was 
a matter of no sort of consequence to my Father, was the 
only one that could be shown him, as it was the single thing 
he held under the Ciown.^' After the first few weeks of the 
new reign, Shaftesbury returned to his retired mode of life, 
but his letters to Furly show that he still retained a keen 
interest in politics. Though he calculates that the Tory 
party is as two to one in the House of Commons which was 
elected in the summer of 1702, he declares himself not dis- 
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heartene^^ but rejoices to hear so well of the cause of liberty 
in Holland. He must be cautious^ however^ in what he 
says (and the necessity, or supposed necessity, for caution 
may accoui^t for his letters to Furly now becoming less 
frequent), ^'f>r, as times are now turning with us, we must 
take^ more care of our expressions than we were used/' In 
Kovember of this year, he speaks of the necessity of with¬ 
drawing from public affairs, both for his mind's sake and 
his health's sake, '' because my efforts in time of extremity, 
for this last year or two, have been so much beyond my 
strength in every respect." The house at St. Giles' seems 
to have been broken up in December, 1702, and Shaftesbury 
now determined on paying a prolonged visit to Holland, 
living meanwhile at his house in Chelsea. He was detained 
in England for some time by the arrangements connected 
with the approaching marriage of one of his sisters, ''our 
law-affairs being most dilatory/' But in August he was 
at length ready to start. His health was now "mightily 
impaired by fatigues in the public affairs," and he was very 
anxious to lead a quiet and retired life. Like Locke, he 
appears to have had great faith in the air of Holland, and 
specially of Rotterdam, which is " happily as good or better 
than any." He was not disinclined to meet a friend 
occasionally at Furly's house, but, excepting Purly and 
his family, he did not wish to have any callers ^ his 
lodgings, "by which rule I kept myself so easy and private 
the last time." Them was a difficulty, however, about the 
passage; 6^r he feared "nothing so much as falling alive 
, into Freuchi hands," and "our Admiralty affiiirs grow every 
4sy so worse as yours I hope grow better."^ At 

"^J^tter^am he Hved, he says in a letter to his steward 

, 't 

7 Ahaftoshaiy to Forly, <10X10 26,1703. 
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Wheeloek,® at the rate of less than 2001 a year, and yet 
had much to dispose of and spend beyond convenient 
living/' The contrast between his expenses in Holland 
and at St. Giles' seems to have struck him forcibly. Unless 
the mass of gardens and housing can be brought into a 
cheaper way of maintenance," he will neither live at St. 
Giles', nor keep .in repair a place that eats up the estate 
belonging to it and makes its master a beggar." It appears 
that Shaftesbury returned to England, much improved in 
health, in August, 1704. During his absence from the 
House of Lords, his proxy was held, at least for a time, by 
Lord Somers.^ Indeed, after his return from Holland, he 
seems to have attended Parliament only on very rare 
occasions. Though he Ijiad received immediate benefit from 
his stay abroad, symptoms of consumption were constantly 
alarming him, his eyes were very troublesome, and he 
gradually became a confirmed invalid. His occupations 
were^ow almost exclusively literary, and, from this time 
forwards, he was probably engaged in writing, completing, 
or revising the Treatises which were afterwards included in 
the Characieristic^} He still continued, however, to take a 
warm interest in politics, both home and foreign, and 
especially in the war against France. That he shared to 
the full in the national prejudices against the French is 
curiously shown in a letter to Arent Furly, a son of 
Mr, Furly and a great favourite of Locke, written Feb. 
18, 1704-6: “ Whatever flashes may now and then appear, 
I never knew one single Frenchman a free man. Nor do 

* Shaftesbary to Wheelock, Bee. 18,1703. 

’ Someit to Shafteebuiy. Sbafteebary Papers, Bondlo 20, No 87. 

* Speaking of a somewhat later period, his son sajs: The last five 
years of my father's life he employed himself altogether in writing, which 
was hie principal amusement." Bongh Draft of 
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1 think it in nature possiblei if they have early sucked 
that air, or been bred, though in foreign nations, amongst 
people and books of their own kind.^^ Writing to the same 
correspondent on Dec. 5, 1705, he says: "Your former and 
latter advices, first of the successful attack, and next of the 
surrender of Barcelona" [due to the enterprise of the Earl 
of Peterborough and Sir Cloudesley Shovel^, " with the whole 
progress of your councils, were of all news I ever received 
the most welcome." In a letter to Furly, the father, 
written on the 11th of October, 1706, from Hampstead, 
whither he had retired on account of the smoke pf Chelsea, 
he doubts "whether the Whigs and Court, joining together, 
have interest enough carry their main point in Parliament, 
namely, the Union with Scotland, without which we shall be 
in great confusion because Of the Succession.” The Govern¬ 
ment and the Court, he acknowledges in this letter, are every 
day growing better. In another letter to Purly, dat|d St. 
Giles^ Deo. %, 1706, bespeaks of the "sad prospect” it is 
" for either nation,” England and Holland, " to think of the 
fair prospect Prance has of getting such a part of Britain 
under the title of a new king, which, if the Queen^s death 
at this instant should fatally happen, I scarce see how it 

Would be prevented.Nothing in truth but this 

happy alliance and the strong fnendship between us and the 
Dutch can save this blow ” Happily, on the 6th of March 
following (1706-7), the Bill for uniting the two kingdoms 
recetycd the^ Eoyal Assent, and thus became law. 

Writing to Parly on March 26, 1708, Shaftesbury says 
that, thc^gh he is sure he has no partiality " for those who 
» are nailed our ministry,” yet he must do them justice, and he 
" .thinks that '^ they deserye far better of their country and 
Holiauid, and particularly of their sovereign, than as ih^ are 
at present tated hy some, both here in England and with 
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yon” At this time there was a rapprochement between 
Shaftesbury and Godolphin^ which forms one of the principal 
r topics in the letters written to Robert (subsequently Viscount) 
Molesworth between September, 1708, and November, 1709, 
the collection prematurely published by Toland. The vigorous 
prosecution of the war against the French, and a loyal and 
hearty co-operation with Holland, were amongst the most 
cherished articles of Shaftesbury^s political creed, and to 
these he regarded GodolpEin, notwithstanding his Tory con¬ 
nexions and antecedents, a faithful adherent. In fact, in 
the course of these last few years, Marlborough and Godol- 
phin, the General and the Treasurer, as they were called, 
had become such moderate Tories that they might almost be 
counted as Whigs. Moreover, the young Earl of Sunderland 
and Lord Cowper had now for sonje time been respectively 
Secretary of State and Lord Chancellor, and, in November, 
1708, even Somers was restored to office as Lord President 
of the Council. Thus, the favourable expressions with which 
Shaftesbury had come to speak of the ministry and the pre¬ 
vailing policy by no means marked an act of tergiversation 
on his part, but rather a cheerful recognition of the turn 
which affairs had taken since the beginning of the Queen's 
reign. That he was no trimmer, or timidly inclined to con¬ 
ciliate the party in office, is clear from the manly letter 
which he wrote, in 1711, to Harley, recently created Earl of 
Oxford, when thanking him for facilitating his arrangements 
for travelling abroad" Your conduct of the public will be 
the just earnest and insurance of your greatness and power; 
and 1 shall then chiefly congratulate with your lordship on 

^ This letter b printed in the Qmeral Dictionary. The date March 
29, there given, b an error for Maj 29, Hariey was not crested Earl of 
Oi^rd and Mortim^ till May 24, In Bbafteshary’s Entry Bo(^ of 
Letters, the date b correctly copied* 
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your merited honours and advancement, when by the happy 
e 6 Pect 0 it appears evidently in the service of what cause, and 
for the advantage of what interest, they were acquired and 
employed.^' 

Another topic prominent in the letters of Shaftesbury to 
Moleswqrth (who seems to have been specially selected as 
his conddant in this matter) is the love affair which occupied 
his mind in 1708 and the early part of 1709. He was now 
nearly forty years of age, but does not appear hitherto to 
have thought of marrying. His friends, however, and 
Molesworth among them, seem to have been urgeqt upon 
him to provide a successor to the title, as his brother Maurice 
did not appear any more inclined to marry than himself. 
The young lady whoiii Shaftesbury selected, and for whom 
he ^seems to have contracted a real affection, was the 
daughter of an " old lord^^ a person of great wealth and high 
position. It was apparently a case of love at first sight. 

There is a lady, whom chance has thrown into my neigh¬ 
bourhood, and whom I never saw till the Sunday before last, 
who is in every respect that very person I had ever framed a 
picture of from my imagination, when I wished the best for 
my own happiness in such a circumstance.^' Every cir¬ 


cumstance suited exactly, all but her fortune.” ® This was 
not fioo smifl, but too large, and Shaftesbury was afraid of 


being thought a fortune-hunter. He was ready to take her 
wil^ut any dowry at all, but the ** old lord ” seems to have 
afrmd ,pf engaging his daughter to a person in Shaftes- 
pre^ridiis state of health, and the affair came to 
wKihg.. li is curious that Shaftesbury found, or imagined 
^^.he found, a rival in Charles Montague, Lold Halifax. 
Ipfl^SkK, hpvtrever> did not marry a lord's daughter, and we have 
no Cfliio to tto young }ady% name. Shortly after this 


ZfttUrs tQ Mohtmrik, I«etter 1 . 
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match dropped through, Shaftesbuiy sought and obtained the 
hand of Miss Jane Ewer, a distant relative, the daughter of a 
f ^ntleman in Hertfordshire, " with little or no fortune, and 
not in the highest degree of quality neither,'^ but possessing 
' the more important recommendations of “ a right education," 
and of simple innocence, modesty, and the plain qualities of 
a good mother and a good nurse."* The marriage took place 
in the autumn of 1709, and on Feb. 9,1710-11, was born, 
at his house at Beigate in Surrey, his only child and heir, 
the fourth Earl, to whose account of his father I have so often 
referred. This match was in every respect a happy one, and 
the Countess appears to have tended her husband with the 
most affectionate solicitude. He, however, neither had, nor 
affected to have, much sentiment, though he had doubtless 
much regard and respect, for this lady of his second choice. 
“ Were I to talk of marriage, and forced to speak my mind 
plainly, and without the help of humour and raillery, I should 
doubtless offend the most part of sober married people, and 
the ladies chiefly : for I should in reality think I did wonders, 
in extolling the happiness of my new state, and the merit of 
my wife in particular, by saying that I verily thought my¬ 
self as happy a man now as ever.^' ® It was well that it was 
even so; for, if we may trust Shaftesbury's account of the 
education of young girls at that time,* there mlilt have been 
few, in the upper ranks of society, who were not calculated to 
make his home less happy than it was before.^ 

^ IMter» to Moleaioorth. Letter XIII. 

* lAtUrt to MoUaworth, Letter XIV. 

* See Original Lettera^ Shaftesbuiy to Furly, Nov. 3,1708. 

^ Mr. Garnett of the British Museum has kindly called my attentl^ tb ^ 
two letters, written by Locke to Shaftesbury (then Lord Ashley), C4|Pf|||Ded;^' 
in the Forster Collection in tj||p» South Kensington Museum, dated re-., 
^actively € Aug. and 16 Aug. 1699. In the former of these, i^ke 
recommends to his former pupil, as a suitable wife, a young kdjf hand- 
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With the exception of a Preface to the Sermons of Dr. 
Whicbcote^ one of the Cambridge Platonists or Latitudi- 
narians^ published in 1698^^ Shafkesbuiy appears to haire 
printed nothing himself till the year 1708. About this time, " 
the French Prophets^ as they were called, that is, the poor 
Cevenol Protestants, who had been hunted out of their native 
mountains and valleys by the troops of Louis XIV., and 
some of whom had taken refuge in England, attracted much 
attention by the extravagancies and follies of which they were 
guilty. Various remedies of the repressive and persecuting 
kind were proposed, but Shaftesbury maintained tha^ fanati* 
cism was best encountered by " raillery'' and *‘good 
humour." In support of this view he wrote a letter to 
Lord Somers, dated September, 1707. But the letter was 
not^ printed till the following year, and then without the 
name of either the author or the person to whom it was 
addressed. It was answered in the course of that and the 
next year by no less than three pamphlets. In May, 1709, 
Shaftesbury returned to the subject, and printed another 
Letter, entitled 8^ sue Communis: An Essa^ on the Freedom 
of Wit tmd Humour. In the same year, he also published 
The Moralists^ a Philosophical Rhapsody ; and, in the follow¬ 
ing yea^. Soliloquy or Advice to an Author. None of these 
pieces, I believe, were printed either with his name or his 
initials. In 1711, appeared the Characteristics of Men^ Man* 
nerSj Opinions, Times, in Three Volumes, also without any name 
or initials on the title-page, and without even the name of a 

welhnatured, welUbred, discreet, with a great many oth^ good 
\^aa})itie8,^ and a fortune of twenty thousand pouads to boot, besides ex- 
jieoiiuacies. In the latter, he makes the sensible remark thit; “ how much 
. ^1^ wondertilhat you do not marry, it is certain that you are 

^} tike b&i judi;^ wh^ that ought to be.” ^ 

These t^tmanSf whioh had becoiH'very ^are, were republished at 
. an istrodhctiou by Dr. W. ^bart, tu 1743. 
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_____— - --------- 

printer. There are, however, several capital letters at the 
end of the Preface, of which the first three, A. A. C., were 
intended to designate the name of the author. These three 
handsome volumes contain, in addition to the four treatises 
already mentioned, Mucellaneous Reflections^ now first printed, 
and the Inquiry concerning Virtue or Merit, described as 

formerly printed from an imperfect copy, now corrected 
and published intire,^' and as 'Sprinted first in the year 
1699.”» 

% 

* The^ declining state of Shaftesbury's health rendered it 
necessary for him to seek a warmer climate, and in July, 
1711, he set out for Italy. The Duke of Berwick, natural 
son of James the Second, and now a Marshal of Prance, was 
in command of the French troops which lay encamped on the 
borders of Piedmont. It was necessary for Shaftesbury, in 
order to enter Italy, to pass through.his army, but the Duke, 
we are informed, entertained him in the most friendly and 
polite manner, and conducted him safely to the dominions of 
the Duke of Savoy, one of our allies. He settled at Naples 
in November, and lived there considerably over a year. His 
health had now become so precarious that his son considers 
this a long time, and can only account for the prolongation 
of his life by referring it to “ the excellence of the air of 
Italy and the uncommon care of my mother in attending 
him." His principal occupation at this time must have con¬ 
sisted in preparing for the press a second edition of the 
Characteristics, which appeared in 1713, soon after bis death. 
The copy, most carefully corrected in his own handwriting, 
is still preserved in the British Musentn. The prints in this 

' ttowndsB speaks of an et^on printed in 1709, but I can find no 
trace of snoh a book, aiu the aescription of the Treatise quoted in the 
text seems inconsistent with the existence of an intermediate edition. 
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edition, as well probably as those which had appeared in the 
former edition, were all invented by himself, and designed 
under his immediate inspection. He was also engaged, ^ 
during hie stay at Naples, in writing the little treatise 
(afterwards included in the Characieristics) entitled, A Notion 
qf tho Midorical Draught or Tablature of the Judgment of' 
Hercutee, and the Letter concerning Design^ The former 
was published in 1713 5 the latter, though it occurs in a large 
paper copy of the second edition, preserved in the British 
Museum, does not seem to have been generally included in 
the editions of the Characieriitiee till 1733. A little before 
his death, he had also formed a scheme of writing a Discourse 
on the Arts of Painting, Sculpture, Btching, &c., but, when 
he died, he had made but little progress with it.^ " Medals, 
and pictures, and antiquities,^^ he writes to Furly, “are our 
chief entertainments here." His conversation was with men 
of art and science, “ the virtuosi of this place/' 

It is sad to find, in Shaftesbury's last letter to Furly, 
dated Naples, 19 July, 1713, that his view of the political 
condition of his own country and of the future of Europe 
had become so gloomy, “ You have known my heart many 
years, and that hitherto on all occasions I gave comfort, and 
was ever on the promising side ; till the fatal villainy of the 
seditious priest Sacheveril, and the fall of the old Ministry 
and Whigs, never was I.dejected till this turn." Not only 
had Gudolphin, and the leading Whigs, Somers, Halifax, 
Sundqrkmd, Cowper, aud Orford, ceased to take part in 
to royal counsels in or before to autumn of 1710, but, 
on. the 31st of December, 1711, the great Duke of Marl- 
l^^^h himself ha^^been dismissed from all bis employ- 

..; * Amongf^t Shafteshozy Papero, there w a eommon^’plaoe hook 

.^t!ai^jie.37, ISb, 15) which see me to coatam heads and notes for thU 
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ments. The Bake of Ormond succeeded Marlborough as 
Conynander of the forces in Planders, and at home Harley 
) and St. John, the latter of whom had been created Viscount 
Bolingbroke a few days before Shaftesbury's letter to Furly 
was written, were now at the height of their power. But 
it was not so much the displacement of one party by 
another that troubled Shaftesbury, as the change in Eng¬ 
lish foreign policy which accompanied it. 'Ae Whigs, as 
well as Marlborough and Godolphin, had been, eager sup¬ 
porters of the war and of tl^e Grand Alliance. The Tories, 
in these matters, were suspected of being at least lukewarm, 
if not of rendering themselves subservient to the interests of 
Prance. In the negotiations which preceded the Treaty of 
Utrecht, it was plain that the English ministers were en¬ 
deavouring to make separate terms, and were basely deserting 
the interests of the allies. Marlborough, in his speech on the 
address in the House of Lords, at the beginning of June, 
had said: " The measures pursued in England for a year past 
are directly contrary to her Majesty's engagements with the 
Allies, have sullied the triumphs and glories of her reign, 
and will render the English name odious to all other nations."^ 
It was not merely, therefore, the petulance or despondency 
of an invalid, when Shaftesbury, in the letter quoted above, 
wrote to Furly, "to condole on the most sad shame and 
reproach of our nation, which I never thought to have lived 
to see, and which makes my sad health and little prospect of 
recovery the less grievous to me, as a means to end that 
sense of shame which I shall ever retain for my country, 
even though it should recover itself from these calamities such 
as it is like to bring on the rest of the*world as well as on 
itself.^' As if conscious that he is writing his last letter to 


Lord Stanhope’s Reign qf Quesa Anne, p. 628. 
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this constant and trusted correspondent^ he adds^ towards 
conclusion: "But Providence is in all; and every honest 
man carries his reward within his breast. I have mine |I. 
bless G-od) in a g^ood conscience of having done my best, and 
even brought myself to this weak state of health by my 
cares” and labours for the good interest and cause of liberty* 
and maiikind.^^ 

Shaftesbury* did not live to see the actual conclusion of 
the peace o| Utrecht, which was signed on March 31,1713. 
He died the month before, Feb. 4, O.S., when he had not yet 
completed his forty-second year. Writing to Wheelock on 
the 10th of January, and taking a tender farewell of him 
and his household, he speaks of his state as desperate, and 
his pains inexpressible. Crell, a young Pole, who was one of 
his proteges and bad become his Secretary, wrote to Furly a 
few days after his master's ® death : " His Lordship was in a 
perfect resignation to the will of God, that he did not only 
bear his pains and agonies with patience, but also with perfect 
cheerfulness and the same sweetness of temper he always 
enjoyed in the most perfect health." 

Shaftesbury's amiability of character seems to have been 
one of his principal characteristics. All accounts concur in 
representing him as full of sweetness and kindliness towards 
others, though he may sometimes himself have been the 
victim of melancholy and despondency. Nor was his bene¬ 
volence confined to manner, expression, and words. His 
purse ^eems always to have been open, not only to the neces¬ 
sitous poor, but to persons in a higher station in whom he 

* The use of the word servant at this time is oorionsly illustrated in 
^Shaftesbury’s last letter to Furly. Though he had sent Crell to Leyden 
and Cambridge, and was now employing him in the capacity of secretary, 
he speaks of him as one of hie head-servants. Similarly, C^ll speaks of 
Shai^buiy as his master* 



LIFE AND CHARACTER, 


(discovered signs of promise or merit. Like Locke^ he had a 
peculiar pleasure in bringing forward young men. Not only 
"^id he help them with money, but he was always ready to 
give them his advice and even his instruction. Michael 
Ainsworth, a native of St. Griles*, the young man who was 
the recipient of the Letters addressed to a Student at the 
University, was maintained by him at University College, 
Oxford. The keen interest which Shaftesbury took in his 
studies, and the desire that he should be specially fitted for 
the profession which he had selected, that of a Clergyman of 
the Church of England, are marked features of the letters. 
Grell, the young Pole mentioned above, whom he maintained 
at Leyden and Cambridge, and Harry Wilkinson, a boy who 
was sent into Furly’s office at Itotterdam, and to whom several 
of the extant letters are addressed, afford other instances of 
Shaftesbury's beneficence. The two young Furlys, though 
they were in no need of pecuniary assistance, were always 
objects of interest to him, and Arent, with whom he had 
read some of the classical authors,^ seems to have been an 
especial favourite with him, as he was also with Locke. His 
kindness to literary men has already been noticed, in speaking 
of Toland. Le Clerc received 200/. from him for his dedica¬ 


tion of Menander.^ When Des Maiseaux arrived in London, 
Shaftesbury pressed his services upon him. If there be any 
service that I can do you, or that your cibcumstances need my 
assistance, I beg you would be free with me as with a friend. 
For T intend you shall use me so." ® His careful solicitude 
for the welfare of the poor in his own neighbourhood, for the 
good order of his household, and for the exercise of due 
hospitality, not only to his tenants and neighbours, but also 


* Original Letters. Shaftesbury to A. Furly, Deo. 5,1705. 

* JUongh draft of Life by the Fourth Earl. 

* Birch MSS. in British Museum, Ko* 4288. 
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to strangers and foreigners, are still attested in the directions 
given to his housekeeper.^ She is to learn the character of 
the servants, whether men or women, and "to inform my 
Lord, that no ill customs be concealed, or anything of ill 
example carried on, to the prejudice of the family or con¬ 
trary to Religion or good manners." She is earnestly recom¬ 
mended to show hospitality to strangers, " so much the more 
as they are the more strangers and from distant parts, but 
especially foreigners, if any pass this way in my Lord^s 
absence." She is to " esteem it as a chief concern in charge 
with her to know the characters and condition of the neigh¬ 
bouring poor; that so my Lord may know by her what 
families deserve encouragement and reward, that charity may 
be rightly placed, and that what meat is distributed out of 
the house may be sent to honest families in distress, each in 
their turn.” The pernicious practice of distributing meat,at 
the gate was specially forbidden, it being "to the great 
injury of the modest poor, and to the encouragement of 
vagabonds and others in this shameless and dissolute life.^' 
She is to enquire particularly of the children on the estate, 
" and of their schooling (which my Lord allows them), to 
make her remarks on the hopeful and sober children growing 
up, whom my Lord may be further kind to, or take afterwards 
into bis service within doors or without." Lastly, all occur¬ 
rences in the family "are to be communicated to my Lordi>y 
letter, in his absence, every Saturday night. Those details 
are worthy of attention, because they show that Shaftesbury's 
benevolence confined to his ethical theories, but that 

it governed and pervaded his acts. No philosopher probably, 

^ Shaltesbaxy Papers, Randle 22, No. 3. These papers contain a 
•et of elaborate directions to the principal servants on his estate and in 
bit bons^old. The inttractions%r " Mrs. Ck>oper axe dated May 24, 
1707. * 
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at least in modem times, ever attempted to show forth his 
philosophy in his life more completely than Shaftesbury. It 
has been said of Spinoza that he was intoxicated with the 
idea of God. It might be said with equal truth of Shaftes* 
bury that be was intoxicated with the idea of Virtue, and 
Virtue with him meant, above all things, benevolence and 
care for others. 

Nor was Shaftesbury's benevolence simply of a private 
character. Though the asthma from which he suffered 
prevented him from appearing much in Parliament, he was 
always intensely interested in public affairs, and ready to 
sacrifice to what he deemed the public interest his time, his 
money, and even his health. To the intensity of his political 
interests and the severity of his studies combined, his son 
ascribes the shortness of his life. “ His life would probably 
have been much longer, if he had not worn it oht by great 
fatigues of body and mind, which*was owing to his eager 
desire after knowledge as well as to his zeal to serve his 
country; for he was so intent on pursuing his studies that 
he frequently spent not only the whole day but great part 
of the night besides in severe application, which confirmed the 
truth of Mr. Locke's observation on him that the sword was 
too sharp for the scabbard." ® 

In the popular mind, Shaftesbury is generally regarded as a 
writer hostile to religion. But, however short his orthodoxy 
might fall if tried by the standards of any particular church, and 
however mistaken might be the conception which he had formed 
for himself of the effects of the Christian teaching prevalent in 
his day, his temperament was pre-eminently a religious one. 
This fact is shown conspicuously in his letters, where he had 
no reason for making any secret of his opinions. The belief 
in a God, all wise, all just, and all merciful, governing the 

* Bough BraQi of Lifo by the Fourth Earl. 
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world providentially for the best, pervades all his works, his 
correspondence, and his life. Nor had he any wish to under¬ 
mine established beliefs, except where he conceived that they 
conflicted with a truer religion and a purer morality. We 
have seen that he charged himself with the education of at 
least one young man for the purpose of enabling him to 
enter Holy Orders in the Church of England. He expresses 
the most genuine admiration for the character of the Bishop 
of his own diocese, Bishop Burnet.* To Dr. Whichcote*s 
Sermons, he wrote a most appreciative Preface, hoping that 
''if they who are set against Christianity cannot be won 
over by anything that they may find here,^^ yet that "the 
excellent spirit which is shown here will make such as are 
already Christians to prize and value Christianity the more.'^ 
According to his son,* "whenever his health permitted, he 
was constant in attending the services of the Church of 
England, and received the Hol^tCommunion regularly three 
or four times a year. He had read the Scriptures so 
diligently that, to a^ist his memory, he made short obser¬ 
vations in the margin of almost every chapter throughout 
the Old and New Testament." In a letter to his brother 
Maurice, quoted both by the Fourth Earl and in the General 
Dictionary, he speaks with great satisfaction of their having 
received the Communion together, and of their joining " in 

blessing that good Providence.which had given 

us such estab^shed rites of worship as were so decent, chaste, 

innocent, pure, and had placed us in a church.where 

zeal was not frenzy and enthusiasm; prayer and devotion not 
rage and fits of loose extravagance; religious discoveries not 
cant and unintelligible nonsense; but where a good and 
\tFtuous life, with a hearty endeavour cf service to one's 


■f 
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country and to mankind^ joined with a religious performanoe 
of all sacred duties and a conformity with the established 
ritesi was enough to answer the highest character of 
Religion." This language is not very fervid, but it is as 
remote as possible from that of a scoffer. As his son very 
truly says, it was not Religion that he derided, but the 
appearance of it. The light air, approaching often to banter, 
with w’hich at times he unfortunately discussed sacred topics, 
is no proof that he did not recognize their sacredness. '' He 
was naturally of a cheerful temper, which he carried with him 
in all parts of life, and with this turn of mind he looked 
upon Religion as well as Philosophy, and thought good 
humour very consistent with the most pleasing subject in the 
world." ^ 

As regards personal habits, Shaftesbury is reported to have 
been remarkably abstemious at a time when riotous living 
was the rule amongst the lipper classes of society, and not 
the exception. “ He never impaired bis health by intempe¬ 
rance, for he was sober in every respect, to such a degree as 
might be called properly enough even abstinence." * 

His friends he attached warmly to him, and he seems to 
have won the sincere admiration of many of the most 
eminent among his contemporaries. Sir John CropJey 
(whose house at Betchworth was frequently his home) was 
his fast friend throughout life. With Furly he kept up a 
long and intimate correspondence, and bis Dutch friends 
generally seem to have been faithful to him, and he to them. 
The personal relations between him and Locke, notwith¬ 
standing the wide divergence of their philosophical views, 
appear never to have cooled. With Robert (afterwards Lord) 
Molesworth and Lord Somers he was always on terms of the 

* Bough Draft of Life. 

’ Bough Draft of Lif^* \ 
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strictest confidence. Somers writes to him not merely as a 
political ally^ but as a friend and as one for whom he has a 
real regard. Molesworth, who had no special reason for 
flattering him^ speaks of him as possessing right reason in 
a more eminent degree than the rest of mankind/' and of 
his character as ** the highest that the perfection of human 
nature is capable of.""* Even Warburton, in his Dedication 
of the Divine Legation to the Free-Thinkers, is compelled to 

own that this Lord had many excellent qualities, both as a 
man and a writer. He was temperate, chaste, honest, and a 
lover of his country." 

As an earnest student, an ardent lover of liberty, an 
enthusiast in the cause of virtue, and a man of unblemished 
life and untiring beneficence^ Shaftesbuiy probably had no 
superior in his generation. His character and pursuits are 
the more remarkable, considering the rank of life in which 
he was bom and the circumstances under which he was 
brought up. In many respects, he reminds us of the imperial 
philosopher, Marcuq Aurelius, whose works we know him to 
have studied with avidity,^ and whose influence is unmistake- 
ably stamped upon his own productions. 

* R. Molestrorth to Shaftesbury, Nov. 12,1709. Shaftesbury Papers, 
Bundle 21, No. 180. 

* Among the writings which he most admired, and carried always with 
him, were the moral works of Xenophon, Horace, the Commentaries and 
j&'acAsrsdton of Epictetus as publish^ by Arrian, and Marcus Antoninus. 
These authors are now extant in his library, filled throughout with 
marginal notes, references, and explanations, all written with his own 
hand.*' Life in the General IHoti^arg. As Dr. Kippis says, in the 
Life in the BiograpUa Britannicat Plato ought undoubtedly to have 
been added to this list. Amongst the Shaftesbury Papers (Bundle 27) 
there are inCladed neat transcripts of translations the Enchiridion and 
of Bk.|l, ohs. l-~28, of the Commentaries of Epictetus, but whether these 
are copies of translatioiis made by Shaftesbury himself I cannot say. 

Xt may here be mentioned that In the same bundle there is a ** Design 
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Lord Shaftesbury's body was brought back to England by 
sea and buried at St. Giles'. His wife long survived him. 

^.His son lived to be an estimable nobleman, and evidently 
looked back with pride and reverence on his father's memory. 
His brother Maurice, notwithstanding his miserable failure 
to acquire any knowledge of Latin and Greek at Winchester, 
published a translation of Xenophon's Cyfopadia, with an 
Introduction to his sister, which passed through some 
editions. This sister, Elizabeth, married a Mr. Harris, 
ancestor of the present Earl of Malmesbury, by whom she 
had a son, James Harris, author of several semi-philosophical 
works, such as Hermes, Philological Enquiries, &c., which at 
one time had a wide circulation. Though Shaftesbury was 
one of the earliest of English moralists, and died so long 
ago as 1712-13, the present Earl is only his great- 
grandson. 

for a Socratio History,” to be gathered from the original sources, in 
Shaftesbury's own handwriting. Several notes and memoranda had 
already been collected. Also, in the second edition of the JBiogroephia 
Britannica, are printed numerous Latin notes on the Satires and Epistles 
of Horace, written in the margin of his copy of that author. 
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CHAPTER II. 

WORKS AND STYLE. 

All the works which Shaftesbury designed to be printed, 
with the exception of the Preface to Dr. Whichcote*8 
Sermowt, are contained in the editions of the Characteristics 
dating from 1732 onwards. Of the style and contents of the 
several treatises comprised in this collection, I shall have 
occasion to speak presently. It is sufficient to state here that 
the Characteristics have passed through several editions, most 
of which are distinguished for the elegance of their execution 
and the excellence of their typography. The most sumptuous 
of these is the celebrated Baskerville Edition, printed at Bir¬ 
mingham in 1773 ; the most recent is that edited, with an 
Introduction and Notes, by the Rev. W. M. Hatch for 
Longmans and Co. in 1870, of which, owing to the untimely 
death of the Editor, only one volume was published. 

But, in addition to the works which he intended for pub¬ 
lication, several letters of the Author of the Characteristics 
have at various times found their way into print. The earliest 
collection of this kind was that entitled Several Letters 
ivritten hy a Hodle Lord to a Young Man at the University^ 
first printed in 1716. By whom they were published I am 
^ot aware. They are addressed to Michael Ainsworth, a 
student at University College, Oxford, who had been taken, 
as a child, out of a poor and numerous family into Shafbes- 
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bury's household. The Earl, " finding his ingenuity,” " em¬ 
ployed him in nothing servile,” but put him abroad to the 
Jbiest schools.^^ At first he was destined for some other pro¬ 
fession, but, '^the serious temper of the lad disposing him to 
the ministry,” his pation maintained him at the University 
and enabled him to carry out his wishes.' These are the only 
published letters of Shaftesbury which, from a literary and 
philosophical point of view, present much interest. They 
breathe the same disinterested love of God and Virtue which 
are so distinctive of the CJiaracteristics, and, being written 
with more freedom and, apparently, with no design of being 
published, they present the author in a less formal light, and 
more, as it were, at home. Honest Michael,^' as he is 
generally called in the originals, must have been much de¬ 
lighted with these scraps of his patron's philosophy, and still 
more with the interest which the great man took in his 
studies and difiiculties. Shaftesbury ^ems much pleased at 
his prot^g 6 having been bold enough to commence the study 
of Greek. " 'Twas providential, surely, that I should happen 
once to speak to you of the Greek language ; when you asked 
concerning the foundations of learning, and the source and 
fountain of those lights we have, whether in morality or 
divinity.” '' I pray God prosper you in your daring attempt, 
and bless 3 ’^ou with true modesty and simplicity in all the 
other endeavours and practices of your life, as you have had 
courage and mighty boldness in this one.” ‘ Michael had 
fallen across Simplicius' Commentary on Mpictetui^ and ex¬ 
pressed the pleasure with which he had read it. No descrip¬ 
tion of study could be more acceptable to his patron than 

* Cop; of a letter to Bisbop Barnet, dated May 23, 1710, introducing 
the joutb as a candidate for Holy Orders, in Shaftesbnry Papers, Bundle 
22. No. 7. 

* Letter V. 
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this. For Shaftesbury, like Epictetus himself, thinks little 
of learning which has mo ethical end, which has not a direct 
tendency to render us honester, milder, juster, and better.^i 
He recommends Michael to suspend for a while his reading of 
Epictetus, and to study, as more within his compass, the Table 
of Cebes, the easier portions of Marcus Antoninus, and the 
Pirk and Second AlciUades of Plato. But he must not be 
so absorbed by his studies as to neglect his health. "For 
never do we more need a just cheerfulness, good humour, or 
alacrity of mind, than when we are contemplating God and 
Virtue. So that it may be assigned as one cause of the 
austerity and harshness of some men^s divinity, that in 
their habit of mind, and by that very morose and sour temper 
which they contract with their hard studies, they make the 
idea of God so much after the pattern of their own bitter 
spirit." In this same letter (the most interesting of the series), 
the master advises his pupil, wliose " endeavour and hope it 
is to know God and goodness," to lay aside all fear," which is 
so wholly unworthy of God, and so debasing to his standard 
of reason," and “to" look impartially into all authors, and upon 
all nations, and into all parts of learning and human life; 
to seek and find out the true pnhJirum, the honesium^ the 
Ka\6v, by which standard and measure we may know God, 
and know how to praise him, when we have learnt what is 
praise-worthy." “ Be this your search," he continues, “ and 
by these means and by this way I have shewn you. Seek for 
the Kokov in every thing, beginning as low as the plants, the 
fields', or even the common arts of mankind, to see what is 
beauteous, and what contrary. Thus, and by the original 
fountains you are arrived to, you will, under providence, attain 
beauty and true wisdom for yourself, being true to virtue: 
and so God prosper you." 

Among the most interesting features of these letters m 
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the apparently discordant passages which they contain on 
liocke. In the first letter, after decrying the “ riddles of the 
cchoolmen,'' he proceeds to say : However, I am not sorry 
that 1 lent you Mr. Locke's Essay of Human Understanding ; 
which may as well qualify for business and the world, as for 
the sciences and an university. No one has done more 
towards the recalling of philosophy from barbarity into use 
and practice of the world. No one has opened a better and 
clearer way to reasoning.*' "Above all, his attempt to bring 
the use of reason into religion ought to be welcomed by 
Church of England men, as furnishing them with the only 
weapon with which they can combat visionaries and enthu¬ 
siasts. But, in the eighth letter, tliere occurs an elaborate 
attack on Locke's philosophy, especially on his ethical theories, 
and on his rejection of innate or, as Shaftesbury would prefer 
to call them, connatural ideas. Mr. Locke, as much as I 
honour him on account of other writings (namely, on govern¬ 
ment, policy, trade, coin, education, toleration, &c.), and as 
well as 1 knew him, and can answer for his sincerity as a 
most zealous Christian and believer, did however go in the 
self-same track" as Hobbes, and is followed by the Tindals, 
and all the other ingenious free authors of our time." ** 'Twas 
Mr. Locke that struck the home blow: for Mr. Hobbes' 
character and base slavish principles in government took off 
the poison of his philosophy. 'Twas Mr. Locke that struck 
at all fundamentals, threw all order and virtue out of the 
world, and made the very ideas of these (which are the same 
as those of God) unnatural^ and without foundation in our 
minds." The passage is too long to quote at length, but it is 
the less necessary that I should do so, as 1 shall have occasion to 
recur to the subject in a subsequent chapter.® It may be enough 



» See ch. 3, pp. 100—102. 



46 


SffAFTESBUR Y. 


to say here that 1 can see no inconsistency between these two' 
jud^ents. In the first passage^ Shaftesbury is commending 
Locke’s style and method^ his treating philosophical questionsk 
not as a pedant but as a man of the worlds and his insisting; 
on the competence of reason to deal with all questions alike^ 
as well of religion and morals as of philosophy and common 
life: In the second passage^ he is combating Locke’s par¬ 
ticular account of the origin of our moral and religious ideas 
and of the ultimate source of moral obligations. On these 
points^ Shaftesbury’s system differed fundamentally from 
that of Locke^ and^ therefore^ we need feel no surprise that^ 
when he has occasion to compare the two, he speaks with 
warmth and with a full consciousness of the issues at stake, 
much as he might esteem the character of his old master and 
even the general tone and spirit of the Essay, 

The originals of most of these letters were added some 
years ago to the Shaftesbury Papers, as well as a few other 
letters to Ainsworth, which, however, are not of much 
importance. Letter VI. of the printed series is wanting, as 
well as Letter IX., though most of the concluding paragraph 
of the latter occurs in a letter dated May 8 [? 1710]. Letter 
X. has been considerably tampered with. The bulk of the 
original letter refers exclusively to private matters, such as 
the position which Ainsworth was to occupy, as Chaplain, in 
Shaftesbury’s family. The paragraphs on the high-church 
oleigy, their " insolence, riot, pride, presumption,” &c., have 
been transferred from another letter written to Ainsworth, 
when he was about to enter Priest’s orders. This letter was 
dated Eeigate, 11 May, 1711. A copy of it is contained 
in a letter-book, Shaftesbury Papers, Bundle No. 7. The 
’^omitted portions of Letter X. are interesting, as illustrating 
the social portion of the Clergy at that time. Shaftesl^l 
was evidently anxious to do all in his power to furthel’ ) 
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interefits and increase the consideration of young Ainsworth. 
For that purpose, he determined to give his proUgi a good 
•start in his profession, by taking him into his own household, 
in the capacity of chaplain. Michael, whose poor parents, 
we must recollect, were probably still living in the parish, 
was occasionally to dine at my Lord's own table, and at nil 
times was to have "the convenience of the second table, with 
those of good condition and gentile circumstances." This 
advantageous offer is made, " not fearing that you will receive 
any prejudice by it in your, modesty and humility." 

In 1721, Toland published a small volume of letters, with 
a somewhat lengthy introduction. This collection contains 
fourteen letters from Shaftesbury to Molesworth, together 
with two from Sir John Cropley, Shaftesbury’s intimate 
friend, also addressed to Molesworth. These letters are 
interesting as illustrating Shaftesbury’s political relations 
during the years 1708 and 1709, but they relate chiefly to 
his unsuccessful love-affair with the daughter of the " old 
lord," and his subsequent marriage with Miss Ewer, They 
ought certainly never to have be,en published during the life¬ 
time of the two ladies, and we need feel no surprise at the 
bitter terms in which the Fourth Earl speaks of the editor. 
Toland was a swaggering Irishman, who bragged of his 
acquaintance with men like Locke and Shaftesbury, often 
exaggerating mere notice or friendliness into intimacy.^ 
Being in needy circumstances, there is no doubt he was 
under a strong temptation to turn a penny by writing or 

* See the correepondence between Molyneaux and Locke, in 1697, 
where there are’several paragraphs referring to Toland’s conduct in 
I^nd. See also Limborch to Locke, Aug. 3, 1699; Sept. 6, 1699. 
|yli^K>roh compUuna that, ihongh he had never seen him, Toland boasted 
acqnuntanoe and confidence. 
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editing books in season and out of season^ but this particular 
offence was unpardonable. He had received much kindness 
from Shaftesbury, as well probably as from Molesworth, and < 
he has the effrontery to own that the latter had no intention, 
in presenting him with the letters, that he should publish 
them so soon. 

* 

In the account of Shaftesbury in the General Dictionary^ 
an extract from a letter to Stringer, and two letters addressed 
respectively to Lord Oxford and Lord Godolphin were pub¬ 
lished for the first time. From two of these 1 have already 
made quotations. 

In 1746,. and again in 1750 and 1758, all these letters 
were published together in one volume. The last named 
edition, which counts as the fourth volume of an edition of 
the Characteristics^ also contains the Preface to Dr. Which- 
cote’s Sermons. 

A volume, entitled Original Letters of Locke, Sidney, and 
Shaftesbury, was published by Mr. T. Forster in 1830, and an 
enlarged edition, by his permission, in 1847. Mr. Forster's 
grandfather, Edwaixi Forster of Walthamstow, had married a 
grand-daughter of Benjamin Furly, an English merchant in 
Kotterdam, whose name has already oocurred so frequently in 
these pages. As Shaftesbury's letters are all addressed to 
Furly himself, his sons, or his clerk, Harry Wilkinson, there 
could be little doubt of their authenticity, even if the 
oiiginals were not extant. But, with a few exceptions, the 
originals, which are undoubtedly in Shaftesbuiy's hand* 
writing, are now included amongst the Shaftesbury Papers in 
the Eecord Office. In addition to these, there are in the 
^same collection, a few other letters addressed to Furly, inte¬ 
resting as specimens of the epistolary correspondence of the« 
time, though not of much intrinsic importance. The lett^^ 
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to Furly himself are mainly political, and illustrate Shaftes¬ 
bury’s zeal for liberty, his affection for the Butch States, his 
•fear and hatred of France, and the eagerness with which he 
welcomed and clung to the Grand Alliance.® They betray 
the keenest sense of an identity of interests between England 
and Holland, a feeling which was no doubt reciprocated by 
Furly, and which mainly accounts for the frequency of 
the correspondence. But these letters not only exhibit 
Shaftesbury’s patriotism and passion for liberty, but also his 
- kindness of heart and love of his friends. His affection and 
respect for the Furly family, and his interest in all their 
doings are apparent throughout. Still more, perhaps, are we 
struck with these amiable characteristics in the letters to 
Harry Wilkinson and the two young Furlys. He is ever 
ready to guide» advise, or help them, and he writes not in the 
conventional manner of a patron, but with a genuine human 
concern for them and their affairs. Perhaps, in his corre¬ 
spondence with Wilkinson, as in that with Ainsworth, he 
harps too frequently, for our taste, on the virtues of humility, 
modesty, and obedience, but then, in those times, these were 
subjects on which elders spoke more freely to their juniors 
than we do in ours. It might be well, perhaps, for the 
young men of our day, if parents and instructors, instead of 
constantly goading their ambition, would occasionally address 
to them some such wholesome language as this: ''I had 
rather at any time receive from you one sound proof of your 
honesty, fidelity, good nature, modesty, and, humility, than a 
thousand of your ability, good fortune, and success.” 


‘ Most of these letters are unsigned. In a letter dated Aug. 5 [1700], 
Sbafteshniy says: ** With a little caution, one may write anything by 
the poet; only 'tie best not to put a name to it, for we know one another's 
bands, and, thongh others may know them, yet it is not the same ad- 
vanHiags to them, as when they have the name." 



50 


SHAFTESBURY, 


So far as 1 am aware, I have now given an account of all 
the published letters of Shaftesbury, except the letter to Le 
Clerc on his recollections of Locko, which was published in^ 
Notei and Queries^ Feb. 8, 1851, and firom which I quoted at 
the beginning of the last chapter. 

The Preface to Dr. Whichcote’s Sermons was written in 
1698, when Shaftesbury was only twenty-eight years of age. 
What is mainly interesting in it is to iind that he has already 
adopted the Benevolent Theory of Morals. Whicheote's 
Sermons had attracted him by the favourable light in which 
they represented human nature, by their frank recognition of 
a " secret sympathy ” in man with virtue and honesty, and 
by the contrast which they thus offered to the philosophical 
teaching of Hobbes and the theological teaching of the 
Calvinistic divines. Hobbes, “ in reckoning up the passions 
or affections by which men are held together in society, forgot 
to mention kindness, friendship, sociableness, love of company 
. and converse, natiyal affection,, or anything of this kind,^^ 
The Calvinistic divines, in order to support their distorted 
scheme of theology, had magnified the corruption of the 
human heart. But ** our excellent divine, and truly Christian 
philosopher,'' by appearing " in defence of natural goodness," 
may be called the preacher of good nature.” 


Of the treatises composing the Characteristics, the first is 
entitled "A Letter concerning Enthusiasm." The circum- 
%tBnoes which occasioned its production have already been 
mentioned. Xt is somewhat rambling and inconsecutive, and 
partakes more of the nature of an ephemeral pamphlet 
than of a philosophical treatise, though, at the same time, it 
must be aokhowledged that it contains individual passages of 




WORKS AND STYLE. 


51 


£freat force^ and even beauty. The main thesis is that tliere 
is a true and a false enthusiasm, and that the only way of 
• distinguishing between them is by applying the test of 
ridicule. To judge of anything aright, especially in matters 
of religion and morality, we must be in a good humour. 
“Good Humour is not only the best security against 
Enthusiasm, but the best foundation of Piety and True 
Religion.” '‘Nothing beside ill humour, either natural or 
forced, can bring a man to think seriously that the world is 
governed by any devilish or malicious power,” and it is ill 
humour, he thinks, which is the cause of atheism. 
Opinions which claim to be exempted from raillery and from 
discussion afford presumptive evidence of their falsity. 

“ Gravity is of the very essence of Imposture.” So far as 
ridicule and raillery add point and illustration to an 
argument, we may go along with Shaftesbury, But it must 
not be forgotten that ridicule, especially when applied to sacred 
matters, is, from mere force of contrast, very easily excited, 
and that many opinions, of which we have no reasonable 
doubt, might, with a little dexterity, be represented in the 
most ludicrous light. The fact that a practice or opinion is 
open to ridicule is only an argument against it, when, under¬ 
lying the ridicule, there is some valid reason, which admits of 
being stated in a sober, though perhaps a less pointed, form. 
Bidicule, in fact, is a weapon of rhetoric rather than of 
logic; useful indeed, but requiring justification for its 
employment. 

Less open to question are the attacks which Shaftesbury 
makes in this treatise on unworthy notions of God and on 
the spirit of religious persecution. We can only know God 
aright, when we have learnt to distinguish between what is 
praise^worthy and blame-worthy in ourselves. “ Methinks it 
would be well for us, if, before we ascended into the higher ^ 

E 2 
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regions of Divinity, we would vouchsafe to descend a little 
into ourselves, and bestow some poor thoughts upon plain, 
honest Morals. When we had once looked into ourselves, t 
and distinguished well the nature of our own affections, we 
should probably be fitter judges of the Divineness of a 
chai^cter, and discern better what affections were suitable or 
unsuitable to a perfect being. We might then understand 
how to love or praise, when we had acquired some consistent 
notion of what was laudable or lovely.” Beason, if we will 
trust to it, will demonstrate to us, that God is so good as to 
exceed the very best of us in Goodness. And after this 
manner we can have no dread or suspicion to render us 
uneasy; for it is Malice only, and not Goodness, which can 
make us afraid,” To attempt to bnng about uniformity in 
religious beliefs by legal compulsion is at once to fan the 
spirit of sectarianism and to check the growth of a true 
theology. ''If Magistracy should vouchsafe to interpose 
thus much in other sciences, I am afraid we should have as 
bad Logic, as bad^Mathematics^ and in every kind as bad 
Philosophy, as we often have Divinity in countries where a 
precise orthodoxy is settled by law.” ".To prescribe bounds 
to Pancy and Speculation,^ to. regulate'men’s apprehensions 
and religious beliefs or. fears, to suppress by violence the 
natural passion of Enthusiasm, or to endeavour to ascertain it, 
or reduce it to one species, or bring it under any one modifi¬ 
cation, is in truth no better sense, nor deserves a better 
character, than what the Comedian declares of the like project 
in ^e afiyr of love— 

Nihilo plus agas 

Quam si deg operam ut cum ratione insanias.’* * 

Histo!^ has shown that Eidicule, and not Punishment, is 

* Terence, Run. Act I. So. 1. 
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the most effective weapon against Fanaticism. It was here¬ 
tofore the wisdom of some wise nations, to let people be fools 
as much as they pleased, and never to punish seriously what 
deserved only to be laughed at, and was, after all) best cured 
by that innocent remedy.” 

The second treatise, on the “Freedom of Wit and Humour,” 
is even more desultory than the first. Its main object seems 
to be to defend the position ta^jen up in the Letter on Enthu¬ 
siasm, that false or dangerous opinions are best disposed of 
by raillery and ridicule. But the author wanders into a dis¬ 
cussion on the moral and political system of Hobbes, to which 
he applies with much effect his favourite weapon of banter, 
and, in opposition to it, starts his own theories, more fully and 
formally developed in the subsequent treatises,—of the origin 
of society in the family relation, of the reality and disin¬ 
terested character of the benevolent affections, and of the 
analogy between art and virtue or the applicability to human 
actions and human characters of the idea of beauty. As all 
these topics will come before us in the next chapter, where 
I shall consider at length Shaftesbury^s ethical system, it is 
unnecessary to dwell upon them here. In discussing his main 
topic, Shaftesbury remarks very well that " it is the perse¬ 
cuting spirit that has raised the bantering one,” and that, 
though he can very well suppose men may be frighted out 
of their wits, he has no apprehension they should be laughed 
out of them/' It may be noticed that this treatise contains a 
covert sneer at the Christian Scriptures for not recognizing 
the virtues of private friendship and public spirit. The rela¬ 
tions of Christ to his Apostles, and of the Apostles and first 
preachers of Christianity to one another, surely supply ex¬ 
amples of some of the closest and most sacred friendships 
which have ever obtained among men. Patriotism is un- 
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doubtedly a virtue of which it is not easy to find traces in 
the New Testament^ but, when all the world was under one 
empire, there could be little opportunity for the display of 
public spirit amongst the subject races, unless it took the 
form of opposition to the existing government, an opposition 
which, in all probability, would have been not only futile but 
most disastrous to the interests of the country in which it 
originated. 

The treatise, third in order, is entitled Soliloquy, or 
Advice to an Author.^' Under this vague title are included a 
number of misceHaneous reflections, the connexion of which 
is sometimes not very obvious. The importance of self-con- 
verse and self-knowledge; the character of the classical 
Dialogue; the advantages which would accrue to kings and 
nobles from bestowing a liberal and discriminating patronage 
on arts and letters; the value and history of criticism; a 
comparison of the different styles which obtained in Greek 
Literature; the spirit of truthfulness which ought to guide 
the good workman, whether in art, letters, or actions; the 
worthlessness of the school logic and philosophy, and its 
powerlessness in directing the conduct of life; the superiority 
of ethical to all other knowledge, and of the gratification of 
the benevolent affections to all other pleasures; the parallelism 
between beauty of external form and beauty of character, a 
correct taste in art and in morals; the foundation in nature, 
as distinct from mere fashion and custom, of both ethical and 
sssthetie distinctions: these are among the various topics, 
discussed with much ease, but with rather too much prolixity, 
in this third Treatise. Speaking of it in the Hiscellaneous 
^Befiections, the author himself says of it: ''His pretence 
has been to advise Authors and polish Styles; but his aim 
has been to correct Manners, and regulate Lives.^^ The 
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literary character of the piece is disfigured by the irrelevant 
introduction at the end of some scoffing remarks on religious 
controversy and the heroes of the Old Testament, Those 
who are familiar with the writings of Mr. Buskin will find 
that Shaftesbury maintains with him that it is only the good 
man who can be the good artist. “ For Knavery is mere 
dissonance aftd disproportion/^ and, as Strabo says/ it is 
impossible to be a good poet^ unless you are first a good man.^' 
Another peculiar feature‘in the Treatise is the scorn which 
Shaftesbury pours on the prevalent taste for reading books of 
strange adventure and descriptions of barbarous countries. 
The scientific interest which now attaches to the manners, 
opinions, and institutions of savages hud, at that time, been 
only imperfectly awakened, and the significance of the study 
of primaeval man was understood but by few writers, and by 
them but very imperfectly. A rude love of the grotesque and 
the marvellous was what probably attracted most readers to 
this kind of literature, and hence, valuable as are the fruits 
which have since resulted from this taste, the reproof was 
then by no means undeserved. 

•w 

The Second Volume contains the two treatises which, from 
the point of view of the Moralist, are far the most important 
in the work. The “ Inquiry concerning Virtue or Merit,” 
which constitutes the fourth treatise, may be regarded as 
Shaftesbuiy^s formal contribution to the Science of Ethics, 
It raises the questions, What is Virtue; Wherein consists tho 
Obligation to it; What are its relations to Religion, to Society, 
and to the Individual. As the answers to these questions, 
and Shaftesbury^s moral system generally, will be examined 
at length in the succeeding chapter, it would simply involve 

^ oldpT€ dya6hvytvi<r6<u fjkij rcpdrtpov yfvti^ivTa SvBpa dya$6y, 

Strabo, Bk. I., ch. 2, quoted bj Shid^esbury. 
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repetition were I to enter upon them here. I ehall^ therefore, 
at present dismiss this treatise, merely remarking that no one 
wishing to acquaint himself even superficially with the history < 
of moral speculation in England, during the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries, can afford to pass it by without a careful 
reading. 

liie Moralists, a Philosophical Rhapsody,^' as it is entitled, 
is thrown into the form of a Dialogue, and is obviously 
written in imitation of the Dialogues of Plato. This form 
of composition had already been applied to the discussion of 
questions of philosophy and natural theology in the Divine 
Dialogues of Dr. Henry More, and was soon to be rendered 
famous by the Dialogues of Bishop Berkeley, whose Hylas 
and Philonotis was published four years after the first appear¬ 
ance of the Moralists. With the exception of a few pages at 
the beginning and the end, the interest is well sustained 
throughout. Bishop Hurd says that, in English, there are 
three dialogues, and but three, that are fit to be mentioned, 
namely, the Moralists of Lord Shaftesbury, Mr. Addison's 
TSteaiise on Medals, and the Minute Philosopher of Bishop 
Berkeley,' but he goes on to blame them all for using 
fictitious, instead of real, characters.® As the Inquiry con¬ 
cerning Virtue is Shaftesbury's principal contribution to 
Ethics, so the Moralists is mainly intended to unfold his 
views on Religion and Theology. It is an elaborate ex¬ 
position of Theism and Optimism, with occasional excursions 
into the domains of Art and Morals. Leibnitz, whose 
Thiodic4e was published in the following year (1710), was 
surprised tb find that the most striking features of his own 
theories of God and the Universe had been anticipated before 

^ Pre&ce tp the Moral and Political Dialogues^ quoted in the Article 
on Shaftesbury in the Biographia Britannica^ 
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his book saw the light.® Shaftesbury, in the person of 
Theocles, expounds his optimistic system, and, as an example 
^ of legitimate enthusiasm, breaks out into a passionate address, 
a sort of prose hymn, to Nature and her Author. His faults 
of style (of which I shall speak presently) are conspicuous 
even in this Dialogue, but yet there is an undoubted charm 
about it, and to the student of the history of English 
literature it is peculiarly interesting on account of its con¬ 
nexion with Pope's Essay on Man. The philosophical and 
theological views which it embodies I must reserve for exa¬ 
mination in future chapters. 

The Third Volume, in the original edition, was entirely 
occupied with the piece entitled Miscellaneous Reflections." 
Curiously enough, this piece is described in the later editions 
pf the Characteristics as having been first printed in the year 
1714, though it was then merely reprinted, with hardly any 
alterations, from the first edition of 1711. It was designed 
partly to defend, partly to supplement the treatises which had 
preceded it. In the second Miscellany, Shaftesbury takes 
great pains to show that he had not intended, in his first 
Treatise, to decry Enthusiasm generally and absolutely, but 
only the abuses and misapplications of it. So far is the 
Author from degrading Enthusiasm, or disclaiming it in him¬ 
self, that he looks on this passion as the most natural, and its 
object as the justest in the world. Even Virtue itself he 
takes to be no other than a noble Enthusiasm justly directed, 

* J*y ai troav^ d’ubord presque toute xoa Th^dicSe (mais plus 

agr4ablement tournde) avant quelle e4t vu le jour.Si 

j’avois vu cet uuvrage avant la publication de ma Th^adicht j’eu aurois 
profltd comme il faut, et j*en aurois emprant6 de grands passages.’' Des 
Maizeaux, Becueil de diveives Pieces par 31. Leibnitz, dec., tome ii., 
p. 283. 
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and regulated by that high standard which he supposes is the 
nature of things.*^ ^ The philosophical value of the piece is 
marred by digressions on such subjects as the derivation of^ 
the Jewish religion from the Egyptian, the policy of the 
Church of Borne, the self-seeking of the clergy, &c. But^ 
notirithstanding the desultory character of these miscellaneous 
reflections, they are easy and agreeable reading, and contain 
several passages which illustrate or give point to the more 
formal discussions in the fourth and fifth treatises* In 
Misc. III., ch. 2, for example, there occurs a peculiarly happy 
statement of one of Shaftesbury's most distinctive doctrines : 

Thus we see, after all, that 'tis not merely what we call 
Principle, but a Taste, which governs men. They may think 
for certain,' This is right, or that wrong.' They may believe 
' This a crime, or that a sin; This punishable by man, or. that 
by God.' Yet, if the savour of things lies cross to Honesty, 
if the Fancy be florid, and the Appetite high towards the 
subaltern beauties and lower order of worldly symmetries and 
proportions, the conduct will infallibly turn this latter way.’' 
In Misc. IV., ch. '1, he somewhat ostentatiously proclaims 
his indifference to Metaphysics, and assumes the position 
afterwards taken by what is called the ** Common-sense" 
Philosophers. ** There is no impediment, hindrance, or sus¬ 
pension of action, on account of these wonderflilly refined 
speculations " about our own existence and personal identity. 

Argument and debate go on still. Conduct is settled. 
Rules and measures are given out and received. Kor do we 
scruple to act as resolutely upon the mere supposition that we 
arej as if we had eflectually proved it a thousand times to 
the full satls^ction of our metaphysical or Pyrrhonean anta* 
gonist." It is in a manner, necessary," he adds in the next 
chapter, '**fo| one who would usefully philosophize, to have a 

* Hisc. IL, ch. 1. 
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knowledge in this part of Philosophy sufficient to satisfy him 
that there is no knowledge or wisdom to be learnt frpm it. 
^For of this truth nothing besides experience and study will 
be able fully to convince him.^’ The proper study of mankind 
il conduct^ its sources^ its sanctions, and its kinds, with a 
view to practice. The individual man, however, can only be 
understood as a portion of a larger system. Hence, our main 
business is to determine what course of action is natural and 
becoming to him in his relations to his fellow-men and to the 
Universe of which he is a part. But Tirtue, as exhibited 
mainly in the social affections, is his natural good, and Vice 
his misery and ill.” 

In the less philosophical portions of the Treatise, Shaftes¬ 
bury severely criticises the sensational character of the 
English Drama, ''that monstrous ornament which we call 
rhyme,” and the ruggedness of style prevalent amongst 
English auttiors. This last, he thinks, might be remedied by 
" a more natural and easy disengagement of their periods,” 
and by "a careful avoiding the encounter of the shocking 
consonants and jarring sounds to which our language is so 
unfortunately subject.^^ 

The Miscelhineous Beffections conclude with a vigorous 
defence of " free-thinking ** and of an impartial criticism of 
the history and contents of the sacred text. Shaftesbury 
takes his stand on the common platform of Protestantism, 
and, with gi*eat effect, quotes passages from Jeremy Taylor 
and Tillotson on the uncertainty of theological tradition and 
the necessity of referring all disputed evidence to the supreme 
judgment of the Beason. But, while claiming this liberty 
for others, the author, with something of a grimace which 
must have been more provoking than reassuring to his 
clerical antagonists, protests that he has never, " in practice, 
acquitted himself otherwise than as a just conformist to the 
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lawful church/^ and that he is ‘'fully assured of his own 
steady Orthodoxy, resignation, and entire submission to the 
truly Christian and Catholic doctrines of our Holy Church, 
as by Law established.^’ This language must not be regarded 
as altogether ironical. But of Shaftesbury^s religious senti¬ 
ments, and the equivocal attitude in which he stood towards 
the Established Church, I shall have occasion to speak in a 
subsequent chapter. 

The second and succeeding editions of the Characteristics 
contain a Seventh Treatise, written in Italy towards the 
close of Shaftesbury's life. It is of a purely aesthetic character, 
and is entitled “A Notion of the Historical Draught or Tabla- 
ture of the Judgment of Hercules.” The object of the piece 
is to suggest, for the use of the painter, a delineation of the 
meeting between Hercules and the two goddesses, Virtue and 
Pleasure, as described in the story of Prodicus which is related 
in the second book of Xenophon's Metmrabilia, The su^es- 
tions show that Shaftesbury possessed considerable skill as a 
connoisseur, and that he was deeply interested both in Art 
and Classical Literature. Accompanying this piece, which 
was sent to Lord Somers, was “ A Letter condferning the Art 
or Science of Design,” the general publication of which seems 
to have been delayed till it appeared in the edition of the 
CkaracterisUce issued in 173E.® The letter is, perhaps, more 
interesting than the treatise. It is curious to find Shaftes¬ 
bury, about eleven years before the birth of Beynolds and 
fifti^n before that of Gainsborough, prophesying that, if the 
war wei^ followed by a suitable peace (though the peace of 
Utrecht^ I am bound to add, would by no means have com- 

^ See p. Sd. The Fourth Earl, in his MS. Lifd, complains that this 
letter had not^t been published, though it had been his other’s express 
wish to have it printed immediately. 
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mended itself to him as satisfying* this condition), ^Hhe figure 
we are like to make abroad^ and the increase of knowledge^ 
^industry, and sense at home, will render United Britain the 
principal seat of arts/' It is equally curious to find him 
condemning the works of Sir Christopher Wren, especially 
Hampton Court and St. Paul's, and thinking that “ the many 
spires arising in our great city, with such hasty and sudden 
growth, may be the occasion that our immediate relish shall 
be hereafter censured, as fetaining much of what artists call 
the Gothic kind." Perhaps it was this unfavourable criticism 
of Wren, who long survived Shaftesbury, that occasioned the 
delay in the publication of the letter. 


Shaftesbury, it is plain, took great pains in the elaboration 
of his style, and he succeeded so far as to make his meaning 
transparent. The thought is always clear. We are spared 
the trouble of deciding between different interpretations of his 
doctrines, a process so wearisome in the case of most philosophi¬ 
cal authors. But, on the other hand, he did not equally succeed 
in attaining elegance, an object at which he seems equally to 
have aimed. There is a curious affectation about his style, a 
falsetto note, which, notwithstanding all bis efforts to please, 
is often irritating to the reader. The main characteristic of 
Shaftesbury's style is, perhaps, best hit off by Charles Lamb, 
when he calb it '^genteel." He poses too much as a fine 
gentleman, and is so anxious not to to be taken for a pedant 
of the vulgar, scholastic kind, that he falls into the hardly 
more attractive pedantry of the msthete and virtuoso. The 
lima labor is almost everywhere apparent. The efforts at 
nailery and humour are some^mes so forced as to lose their 
effect, and he is too apt to inform his reader beforehand, 
when he is about to put on hb light and airy manner. As 
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Dr. Blair says/ ** He is stiff even in his pleasantry^ and 
laughs in form like an author^ and not like a man.*' We 
often feel inclined to say: Why this stilted phraseology \ 
Why all this art and contrivance? Surely the natural frame 
of mind and the natural course of conduct^ of which he 
spefd^s so much, would be most fittingly commended in 
natural tones and simple language. But, notwithstanding 
all these defects, which are, 1 think, unduly exaggerated by 
some of Shaftesbury's critics, he possesses the great merits of 
being easily read and easily understood. There is, perhaps, no 
other English philosopher .whose works can be read so rapidly, 
or whose leading ideas can be appropriated with equal 
facility’, by a student of average intelligence. Hence, probably, 
the wide popularity which his works enjoyed in the last 
century; and hence, undoubtedly, the agreeable feeling with 
which, notwithstanding all their false taste and their tiresome 
digressions, they still impress the modern reader. 


s Z^tures on Mhet(n*ic. Lect. XIX. 
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CHAPTER HI. 

SHAFTESBURY^S ETHICAL THEORY. 

k* 

Shaftesbury is emphatically a Moral Philosopher. Meta¬ 
physical fhquiries, as we have seen, be regarded as fruitless, 
and to Psychology, except so far as it afforded a basis for Ethics, 
he paid no attentibfi. Logic he probably despised as merely 
an instrument of pedants. And, though the main object of 
the Moralists is to propound a system of Natural Theology, 
yet, with Shaftesbury, morals and religion are so interdepen¬ 
dent, that this Dialogue may, perhaps, justly be viewed as 
simply extending and confirming the argument contained in 
the Inquiry concerning Virtue, What the constitution of 
Man was designed to be, and ought to be, that the constitu¬ 
tion of Nature actually is. Hence Virtue obtains the sanction 
of Religion, while Religion itself is but the recognition and 
imitation of Supreme Goodness. 

The leading ideas in Shaftesbury^s ethical theory are that 
of a system or the relation of parts to a whole. Benevolence, 
Moral Beauty, and a Moral Sense. The individual man him¬ 
self is a system, consisting of various appetites, passions, and 
affections, all united under the supreme control of reason. Of 
this system, the parts are so nicely ac^usted to each other, 
that any disarrangement or disproportion, however slight, 
may mar and disfigure the whole^ Whoever is the least 
versed in this moral kind of Architecture will find the in¬ 
ward fabric so adjusted, and the whole so nicely built, that 
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the barely extending of a single passion a little too far, or the 
continuance of it too long, is able to bring irrecoverable ruin 
and misery/^' “ It may be said properly to be the same withv 
the affections or passions in an animal-constitution, as with 
the chords or strings of a musical instrument. If these, 
though in ever so just proportion one to another, are strained 
beyond a certain degree, ^tis more than the instrument will 
bear: the lute or lyre is abused, and its effect lost. On the 
other hand, if, while some of the strings are duly strained, 
others are not wound up to their due proportion, then is the 
instrument still in disorder and its part ill performed. The 
several species of creatures are like different sorts of instru¬ 
ments. And even in the same species of creatures (as in the 
same sort of instrument) one is not entirely like the other, 
nor will the same strings fit each. The same degree of 
strength which winds up one, and fits the several strings to a 
just harmony and consort, may in another burst both the. 
strings and instrument itself. Thus, men who have the 
liveliest sense, and are the. easiest affected with pain or 
pleasure, have need of the strongest influence or force of other 
affections, such as Tenderness, Love, Sociablcness, Compas¬ 
sion, in order to preserve a right Balance within, and to 
maintain them in their duty, and in the just performance of 
their part; whilst others, who are of a cooler blood, or lower 
key, need not the same allay or counterpart, nor are made by 
nature to feel those tender and endearing affections in so 
exquisite a degree.'*^ 

But morality and human nature cannot be adequately 
studied in the system of the individual man. There are 
parts in that system^ l>oth mental and bodily, which have an 

^ Inqtiiry conoeraing Virtue, Book H., Pert 2, § 1. 

* Inquiry, Book IL, Pt. 1, § 8. 
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evident respect to something outside it. Neither Man, nor 
any other animal, though ever so complete a system of parts 
# as to all within, can be allowed in the same manner complete 
as to all without; but must he considered as having a further 
relation abroad to the System of his Kind. So even this 
System of his Kind to the Animal System; this to the 
World (our Earth); and this again to the bigger world and 
to the Universe.* No being can properly be called good or 
ill, except in reference to the systems of which he is a part. 
^'Should a historian or traveller describe to us a certain 
creature of a more solitary disposition than ever was yet 
heard of; one who had neither mate nor fellow of any kind, 
nothing of his own likeness towards which he stood well 
affected or inclined, nor anything without or beyond himself 
for Which he had the least passion or concern : we might be 
apt to say perhaps, without much hesitation, 'That this 
was doubtless a very melancholy creature, and that in this 
unsociable and sullen state he was like to have a very dis- 
consoTate kind of life.' But if we were assured that, not¬ 
withstanding all appearances, the creature enjoyed himself 
extremely, had a great relish of life, and, was in nothing 
wanting to his own good, we might acknowledge perhaps, 
' That the Creature was no Monster, nor absurdly constituted 
as to himself.' But we should hardly, after all, be induced 
to say of him, ' That he was a good Creature.' However, 
should it be urged against us, ' That, such as he was, the 
creature was still perfect in himself, and therefore to be 
esteemed good; for what had he to do with others?': in this 
sense, indeed, we might be forced to acknowledge, * That he 
was a good creature, if he could be understood to, be absolute 
imd complete in himsdif, without any real relation to anything 

* Horalists, Fait U., Sect. 4 

F 
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in the Universe besides/ For should there be anywhere in 
Nature a System, of which this living creature was to be 
considered as a part, then could he nowise be allowed goody 
whilst he plainly appeared to be such a part as made rather 
to the harm than gobd of that system or whole in which he 
was included.”'*' 


Before, then, we can pronounce on the goodness or badness 
of any being, we must know the relations in which it stands 
to other beings. Moreover, in a being capable of passions 
and affections, it is by these and not by its bodily structure 
that we estimate its worth. “ So that, in a sensible creature, 
that which is not done through any affection at all makes 
neither good nor ill in the nature of that creature; who then 
only is supposed good, when the good or ill of the system to 
which he has relation is the immediate object of some passion 
ot affection moving him.” 

Whatsoever, therefore, is done which happens to be ad¬ 
vantageous to the species, through an affection merely towards 
,self-good, does not imply any more goodness in the cr^ture 
than as the affection itself is good. Let him, in any par¬ 
ticular, act ever so well; if, at the bottom, it be that seliish 
affection alone which moves him, he is in himself still vicious. 
Nor can any ci'eature be considered otherwise, when the 
passion towards self-good, though ever so moderate, is his 
reel motive in the doing that to which a natural affection 
for his kind ought by right to have inclined him." 

When;, in general, all the affections or passions are suited 
,to the public good, or Good of the Si>ecies, then is the natural 


' ltemper,,^Bttirdy good. If, on the contrary, any rec^uisite 
trdnting, or if there be any one supernumerary or 

or contrary to that main end; 


'■ / Inquiry, Blc, .1.* *1^. % § 1. The quotatioas which follow are 

'detected 
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then is the natural temper^ and consequently the creature 
himself, in some measure corrupt and ill.” * 

These passages, which are afterwards explained and qualified 
so as to include a reasonable self-regard amongst the condi¬ 
tions, though not amongst the constituents, of goodness, are 
sufficient to show that, in Shaftesbur|^s ethical system. Bene¬ 
volence, if not the sole, is at least the principal moral virtue. 
Of the relation of Benevolence to Self-Regard in this system, 
however, I shall have occasion to speak expressly, when con¬ 
sidering his test or criterion of right and wrong in actions. 

The idea of a moral and social system, the parts of which 
are in a constant proportion to each other, and so nicely 
adjusted that the slightest disarrangement would mar the 
unity of the design, almost necessarily suggests an analogy 
between Morality and Art. As the beauty of an external 
object consists in a certain proportion between its parts, or in 
a certain harmony of colouring; so the beauty of a virtuous 
character consists in a certain proportion between the various 
affecraons, or in a certain harmonious blending of the various 
springs of action as they contribute to promote the great ends 
of our being. And similarly, I suppose, the beauty of a 
virtuous action may be explained as consisting in its relation 
to the virtuous character in which it has its source, or to the 
other acts of a virtuous life, or to the general condition of a 
virtuous state of society. This analogy between Art and 
Morality, or, as it may otherwise be expressed, between the 
beauty of external objects and the beauty of actions or cha¬ 
racters, is never long absent from Shaftesbuiy's mind. I 
select two or three passages which exhibit the thought in a 
characteristic manner, 

** Is there a natural Beauty of Figures ? And is there not 


* Book II.. Ft. 1. § 3. 
V 2 
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as natural a one of Actions ? * No sooner the eye opens upon 
figures^ the ear to sounds^ than straight the Beautiful results^ 
and Grace and Harmony are known and acknowledged. No 
sooner are actions viewed, no sooner the human affections 
and passi6ns discerned (and they are most of them as soon 
discerned as felt) than straight an inward eye distinguishes, 
and sees the Fair and Shapely, the Amiable and Admirable, 
apart from the Deformed, the Foul, the Odious, or the 
Despicable. How is it possible therefore not to own that, 
as these distinctions have their foundation jn Nature, the 
discernment itself is natural and from Nature alone 
" By Gentlemen of Fashion I understand those to whom 
a natural good genius, or the force of good education, has 
given a sense of what is naturally graceful and becoming. 
Some by mere nature, others by art and practice, are masters 
of an ear in music, an eye in painting, a fancy in the 
ordinary things of ornament and grace, a judgment in pro¬ 
portions of all kinds, and a general good taste in mo|t of 
those subjects which make the amusement and delight of the 
ingenious people of the world. Let such gentlemen as these 
be as extravagant as they please, or as irregular in their 
, n^orals; they must, at the same time, discovei^ their incon¬ 
sistency, live at variance with themselves, and in contradiction 
to. that principle on which they ground their highest pleasure 
and en&rtainn^nt. Of all other Beauties which Vir* 
tucsos^plirsue. Poets celej^rate, Musicians sing, and Architects 
or Arti^, of whatever kind, describe or form, the 'most de- 

^ 'v % * ' 

', ' ' " I ' 

tecercr De OiSdis, Lib. I., Cap. 4. ipsoram, qaee 

edatitiiitar, uullaia animd polohrita^netfi, venustatem, 
/ eeaWieatl^ pjwi^asA seadi. <^uaai ahailitadiasm nataia xatioque ab 
. \;oe^ ad amutw trauafs^^ multo etiam siagis palobiitudinein, c(m- 
^ eoaailiiB laetiaqtie coaservandiun patal” ' 

X 7 Part S«ol.'2. 
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lightful^ the most engaging and pathetic^ is tliat which is 
drawn from real life and from the passions. Nothing affects 
the heart like that which is purely from itself and of its own 
nature; such as the Beauty of Sentiments, the Grace of 
Actions, the Turn of Characters, and the Proportions and 
Features of a Humaii Mind.” ® 

" One who aspires to the character of a man of breeding 
and politeness is careful to form his judgment of arts and 
sciences upon right models of perfection. If he travels to 
Borne, he enquires which are the truest pieces of architecture, 
the b^t remains of statues, the best paintings of a Raphael 
or a Carache. However antiquated, rough, or dismal they 
may appear to him at first sight, he resolves to view them 
over and over, till he has brought himself to relish them and 
find their hidden graces and perfections. He takes particular 
care to turn his eye from everything which is gaudy, luscious, 
and of a false taste. Nor is he less careful to turn his ear 
from every sort of music, besides that which is of the best 
manner and the truest harmony. 'Twere to be 

wished we had the same regard to a right Taste in life and 
manners. What mortal being, once convinced of a difference 
in inward c^racter and o( a preference due to one kind above 
another, would not be concerned to make his own the best ? 
If Civility and Humanity be a Taste; if Brutality, Insolence, 
Biot be in the same manner a Taste: who, if he could reflect, 
would not choose to form himself on the amiable and agreeable 
rather than the odious and perverse model ? Who v^ould not 
endeavour to force Nature as well in this respect as in what 
relates to a Taste or Judgment in other arts and sciences? 
For, in each place, the force on Nature is used only for its 
redress. If a natural good Taste be not already formed in 

^ Essay on the Freedom of Wit and Hamoor, Part IT., Sect. 
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US, why should ffit we endeavour to form it, and become 
natural?” * 

Closely connected with the analogy between Art and 
Morality, as we may see indeed from the passages already 
quoted, is the idea that Morals, no less than Art, is a matter 
of Taste or Relish. To employ the ‘author's own words, 

The Taste of Beauty and the Relish of what is decent, just, 
and amiable, perfects the chaiacter of the Gentleman and the 
Philos(^her. And the study of such a Taste or Relish will, 
as we suppose, be ever the great employment and concern of 
him who covets as well to be wise and good, as agreeaMe and 
polite. 

** Qttid Yerum atque Docens euro et rogo, et omnis iu hoc sum.*' * 

This idea leads us to the last of the distinctive features 
which I noticed in Shaftesbury's ethical philosophy. The 
faculty which approves of right and disapproves of wrong 
actions is, with him, a Sense, and more than once he 
anticipates Hutcheson by calling it a " Moral Sense."® The 
"Relish," "Taste," dr "Good-Taste," of which he speaks 
when comparing Morality with Art, however much it may 
have been improved by cultivation, originates in a "natural 
sense of Right and Wrong," a " Moral Sense,"^a "Sense of 
Just and Unjust, Worthy and Mean.” "Sense of Right 
and Wrong" is " as natural to us as natural affection itself, 
and a first principle in our constitution and make." "And 

* to tm AuikoTi Part 111., Sect. 3. 

* MIscellaneauB Befleetious, Misc. 3, Ch» 1. 

* This is the ^s, not in the mstgin alone, as Dr. Whewell seems to 
have thought, but once in the Text: “ For, noti^ithstandlng a man may ^ 

eustmn^'or by BcentiousneHs of practice, favoured by AtheispC 
tmeae in thne to Iom tnueb of bis natural moral sense ; yet " &c. 
ihiok 1., Pti 3, § 'Hie expression occurs several times in |Iie margin 
of U Pt 3* 
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this afi^ction being an priginal one of earlioR rise in tbe Soul 
or affectionate part, nothing beside contrary affection, by 
« frequent check and control, can operate upon it, so as either 
to diminish it in part or destroy it in the whole.” ’ These 
views are in accordance with the whole bent of Shaftesbury's 
mind. When he is discussing questions of Art, he does not 
attempt any refined analysis of our artistic judgments, but is 
content with appealing to a " Taste” or " Relish,” which, 
however, requires cultivation. Similarly, in morality, almost 
tbe whole stress is laid on the benevolent affections and the 
"Moral* Sense,” while but little is said either of the con¬ 
trolling power of the Keason over the Passions, or of the 
share which the Reason takes in estimating the character of 
our acts. " Be persuaded,” he says in one of his letters to 
Michael Ainsworth,* "that wisdom is more from the hairt 
than from the head. Feel goodness, and you will see all 
things fair and good.” At* the same time, it would be 
erroneous to suppose that Shaftesbury entirely ignores the 
ofiSce of the reason in the moral economy. Witness the 
following passage, which contains an admirable statement of 
the mutual relations of the Will, the Desires, and the Reason. 
" Appetite, w||ich is elder brother to Reason, being the lad of 
stronger growth, is sure, on every contest, to take the ad¬ 
vantage of drawing all to his own side. And Will, so highly 
boasted, is, at best, merely a top or foot^ball between these 
youngsters; who prove very unfortunately matched, till the 
youngest, instead of now and then a kick or lash bestowed to 
little purpose, forsakes tlie ball or top itself, and begins to lay 
about his elder brother. 'Tis then that the scene changes. 
For the elder, like an arrant coward, upon this treatment, 

* Inquiry, Book I., Part 3, § 1. 

• Letter** to a Yooag Man at the XJttiveraity, Letter VI. 
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presently growii' civile and affords the yoimgfer as fair play 
afterwards as he can desire.'^ ^ 

Such are the leading traits of Shafteshury’a moral system. ^ 
It will be apparent at once to any reader familiar with specu¬ 
lations of this kind that the statement, so far as it has gone, 
leaves niany important questions unanswered and many 
serious difficulties unsolved. I shall, therefore, supplement it, 
before proceeding to the task of criticism, by attempting to 
extract from Shaftesbury’s writings such answers as 1 can to 
what 1 conceive to be the fundamental questions of ethics. 
In making this attempt, one is constantly baffied by the 
absence of any systematic treatment, and by the want of 
depth and thoroughness which is so marked a defect in his 
whole way of thinking. His main aim appears to have been 
to represent virtue in an acceptable and attractive form to the 
man of taste and fashion, and hence he is far more concerned 
in drawing an analogy between art and morals, and in 
showing that moral appreciation is a ''tasteor ''relish,^' 
than in attempting to determine accurately the moral criterion 
or to analyze with ^r^ision the moral sentiments. So far, 
however, as answers can be found, and, in some cases, there is 
substantially no doubt what the answer is, 1 believe that the 
following account may be taken as correctly expressing his 
views, even though he may not have consciously formulated 
for himself the questions to which I have endeavoured to 
supply the answers. 

I. With respect to the practical Ud or cfiterim of right 
and wrongi that is to say the question, what is it which 
constitutes c^e act or feeling right and another wrong, the 
first remark ; ^ be made is that he says almost nothing of 
4imti0fis, what he almost exclusively concerns himself with, in 
ilus relatiQtt,,being **temper" and character. As, however, 
charaeter must give bir& to actions, and a man’s actions are 

V ' * ' 

f Adviee to aa Author, Part I., Sect. 2. 
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determined by his character^ if we can ascertain what, in this 
system, is the test of a good or bad character, we shall also 
^ave ascertained what is the test of right or wiong action. 
Now, from the passages already cited, it might seem as if 
the only test of a good character, and, therefore, of a right 
action, were the fact of its commending itself to our moral 
sense,^^ But the "moral sense,” as we shall see presently, 
must be educated. Hence, there must be some consideration 
or considerations external to itself, in accordance with which 
its education must be guided. However unconscious and 
automatic its judgments may ultimately become, they must, 
if they admit of guidance and rectification, be at first, at all 
events, consciously formed in accordance with some rule or 
principle. And this rule or principle, unless it be dictated 
by some arbitrary will, an alternative which Shaftesbury 
would have most emphatically rejected, must be based on 
some property or properties in the. actions and characters 
themselves. There is one such property in characters and 
actions which Shaftesbury recognizes as at once supplying a 
test by which they may be judged and a standard by the 
constant application of which the organ of judgment itself, 
the " moral sense,” may be trained and brought to perfection. 
This property is the tendency of a character, disposition, 
feeling, or action to promote the general good, or, as he 
usually phrases it, the " good of the species.” That this is 
Shaftesbury^s ultimate test of right and wrong, moral good 
and evil, the criterion by which the " moral sense ** is or 
ought to be guided in its decisions, is abundantly evident 
from the whole tenor of his writings, but the foll^ing 
passages may be quoted as presenting the doctrine in a clear 
and emphatic form. 

^^To love the Public, to study universal Good, and to pro¬ 
mote the interest of the whole world, as far as lies within our 
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pow©r, is surely the Height of Goodness, and makes that 
tem})er which we call DivineF • 

Hence li#»infers that no description of the Deity, which^ 
represents him as otherwise than generous and benevolent, 
can be a true one.* 

* ■ When, in general, all the affections or passions are suited 
to the public good, or good of the species, then is the natural 
temper entirely good.*'' ^ 

** And having once the Good of our Species or Public in 
view, as our end or aim, ^tis impossible we should be mis¬ 
guided by any means to a false Apprehension or Sense of 
Eight or Wrong." ® 

Lastly, Philosophy itself is described as 'Hhe Study of 
Happiness," and, consequently, every one, in some manner 
or other, either skilfully or unskilfully philosophizes/* * 

Hut, while a tendency to promote the general happiness is 
thus adopted as the test of character and action, the idea is 
nowhere practically applied, as it is by later writers, to the 
determination of disputed cases of conduct or the decision of 
rival claims between particular duties t)r particular virtues. 

It should be noticed, in this connexion, that, though, from 
the stress which it lays on the exercise of the kindly feelings, 
Shaftesbury^s system is rightly called a Benevolent Theory of 
Morals, it by no means excludes a due regard to the preserva¬ 
tion and interests of the individual. The relation of the self- 
regarding to the sympathetic affections is expressly determined 
* in the following passage, which, notwithstanding its length, 
I tibiii^k it useful to quote in full;— 

Now, as in particular cases, public affection, on the one 

\ W ' ' 

* Letter coueeming Euthttstaatu, Seat. 4. 

? Inquiry aoneenuog .Virtue, Book I., Pt; 2, § 2. 

’ Inquiry, feok I.* Pb 8, § 2. 

* Hqrafretf, Part HI., Sect 3. 
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hand^ may be too high; so private affection may^ on the 
other handj be too weak. For, if a creature be self-neglect¬ 
ful and insensible of danger, or if he want such a’^ degree of 
passion in any kind as is useful to preserve, sustain, or defend 
liimself; this must certainly be esteemed vicious, in regard of 
the design and end of Nature. She herself discovers this in 
her known method ^nd stated rule of operation. “^Tis certain 
that her provisionary care and concern for the whole animal 
A must at least be equal to her concern for a single part or 
member. Now, to the several parts she has given, we see, 
))roper affections, suitable to their interest and security; so 
that, even without our consciousness, they act in their own 
defence, and for their own benefit and preservation. Thus 
an Eye, in its natural state, fails not to shut together of its 
own accord, unknowingly to us, by a peculiar caution and 
timidity; which if it wanted, however we might intend the 
preservation of our eye, we should not in effect be able to 
preserve it by any observation or forecast of our own. To be 
wanting, therefore, in those principal affections which respect 
the good of the whole constitution, must be a vice and 
imperfection, as great surely in the principal part, the Soul 
or Temper, as it is in any of those inferior and subordinate 
parts to want the self-preserving affections which are proper 
to them. And thus the Affections towards Private 

Good become necessary and essential to Goodness. For, 
though no creature dan be called good or virtuous merely for 
possessing these affections ; yet, since it is impossible that the 
Public Good, or Good of the System, can be preserved with¬ 
out them, it follows that a creature really wanting in them 
is in reality wanting in some degree to goodness and natural 

rectitude, and may thus be esteemed vicious and defective.^^ ^ 

« » 


» Inquiry, Book II.. Ft. 1, § 3. 




76 


SHAFTESBUR Y. 


i'. 

The germ of thought in this passage is perfectly sounds but 
it might have been well, had Shaftesbury developed it further, 
and shown, in detail, how essential are sobriety, temperaiuee, 
forethought, and the whole group of prudential virtues, as 
well as the much higher and more dignified virtue of self- 
respect, not only to the well-being of the individual himself, 
but also to the evolution, and indeed t]|e very existence, of 
society. Sympathy and a sense of common interests are, 
doubtless, elements essential to knitting society together, hut, 
unless the majority of men could be calculated on as having 
also a rational regard to their own individual interests, all 
social and ^litical speculation would be futile, and society 
would soon be dissolved into chaos. It may be added that, if 
a creature cannot be called good or virtuous merely for possess¬ 
ing the self-regarding affections, neither could he be called 
good or virtuous, merely for possessing the benevolent affec¬ 
tions, if self-regard were altogether wanting. A man who was 
habitually intemperate, however benevolent he might be, 
could no more be called good or virtuous, than a man, how¬ 
ever temperate ahd self-restrained, who was habitually un¬ 
kind or unjust 

It. As to the ultimate oiigin of the distinction between 
virtue and vice, right and wrong, Shaftesbury supplies a 
sufficiently explicit answer. The distinction is to be found 
in the original make of our nature. Apart from the reason 
(whose office is not initiative, but directive), the original 
elemeuts of our moral nature consist of the self-regarding 
afihetions, the benevolent affections, and the moral sense. 
The first of these is recognized in all schemes of ethics, but 
it was th^ tendency of Hobbes’ philosophy, which w^ at that 
time fiishionable in England, to ignore or explain away the two 
latter, Tbet they, however, are as mueh an original part of 
our nature us the first, is con^^tly and emphatically asserted 
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by Shaftesbury. A single passage will sufEce to show how 
firmly he held and how clearly he stated this position. 

‘‘^"Tis impossible to suppose a mere sensible creature 
originally so ill-constituted and unnatural as that^ from the 
moment he comes to be tried by sensible objects^ he should 
have no one good passion towards his kind, no foundation 
either of pity, love, kindness, or social affection. *Tis full as 
impossible to conceive that a rational creature, coming first 
to le tried by rational objects, and receiving into his mind 
the images or representations of justice, generosity, gratitude, 
or other virtue, should have no lihing of these, or dislike of 
their contraries; bub be found absolutely indififeput towards 

whatsoever is presented to him of this sort.Nor 

can anything besides art and strong endeavour, with long 
practice and meditation, overcome such a natural prevention or 
prepossession of the mind in favour of this moral distinction.^' * 
The reader should observe that there are two positions 
maintained in the above passage: 1st, that moral distinctions 
are natural, inasmuch as they are furnished by the moral 
sense, which, though reflective rather than initiative, is a 
natural and original part of man's mental constitution; 2nd, 
that the benevolent affections are independent springs of 
action equally with the self-regarding affections, and that, 
therefore, the extra-regarding virtues, justice, benevolence, 
and the like, are not capable of explanation as cunning 
disguises of self-interest, but have their roots in human 
nature itself. Like Plato and Aristotle, Shaftesbury finds 
the origin of society, not in individuals living as scattered 
units, but in the family relation 

This kind of society will not, surely, be denied to man, 
which to ^ery beast of prey is known proper and natural. 

' » Inquiry, BwAL, Pi 3, §1. 
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And can we allow this social part to rnanj and go no further? 
Is it possible he should pair^ and live in love and fellowship 
with his partner and offspring, Jnd remain still wholly wiW, 
and speechless, and without those arts of storing, building, 
and other economy, as natural to him surely as to the beaver, 
or to the ant, or bee ? Where, therefore, should he break 
off fitom this society, if once begun? For that it began 
thus, as early as generation, and grew into a household and 
economy, is plain. Must not this have grown soon in# a 
Tribe ? * And this Tribe into a Nation ? Or, though it re¬ 
mained a Tribe only, was not this still a society for mutual 
defence ani^ommon interest? In short, if Generation be 
natural, if natural aflTeetion and the care and nurture of the 
offspring be natural, things standing as they do with man, 
and the creature being of that form and constitution he now 
is, it follows: That Society must be also natural to him, and 
that out of society and community be never did, nor ever can 
subsist.*' ^ 

The following passage is peculiarly interesting, as showing 
that Shaftesbury ha^d already formed the idea, tamUiar pro¬ 
bably to many of my readei;s, that the philanthropic senti¬ 
ments which wc now find in the higher races of mankind 
were originally developed from the family affections;— 

''If Eating and Drinking be natural. Herding is so too. 
If any Appetite or Sense be natural, the Sense of Fellowship 
is the same. If there be anything of nature in that aflre<^ion 
which is between the sexes, the affection is certainly as na^ral 
towards the consequent offspring; and so again between the 
ofihpring themselves, as kindred and companions bred under 
the discipline and economy. And thus a Clan or Tribe 

Ipraduidly fbmed; a Public is recognized: and besides the 

, ' I 

' ' 

* The Horalists, Part 11., Sect. 4. 
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pleasure found in social entertainmentj language^ and dis¬ 
course^ there is so apparent a necessity for continuing this 
good correspondency and iftion, that to have no sense or 
* feeling of this kind, no love of country, community, or any¬ 
thing in common, would be the same as to be insensible even 
of the plainest means of self-preservation and most necessary 
condition of self-enjoyment." * 

III. In giving a complete account of any system of Moral 
Philosophy, one of the questions to be answered is, What is 
the analysis which it ofiers of the process preceding action ? 
The step which immediately precedes action is obviously an 
act of Will; but the question remains. How is ^e Will itself 
determined, or what is the mental process preceding the final 
act of volition. Waiving the question, to which I shall 
presently recur, whether the Will has any self-determining 
power, all moralists would agree that the reason and the 
feelings have at least some share on its decisions. What, 
then, are their respective provinces in determining volition, 
and, consequently, action ? From Aristotle and Plato down¬ 
wards, the common theory of moralists has been that the 
first impulse to action comes from feeling, though the man 
whose moral organization is under due control never acts on 
mere feeling, but invariably submits it to reflection; that is 
to say, he considers what will he the consequences of gratifying 
his feeling, and, if he be a wise or virtuous man, he gratifies 
the feeling or not, according as the consequences on the whole 
appear to be beneficial or otherwise. Where there are many 
conflicting or co-operating feelings, the process is, of course, 
mimh more complex. There one feeling inten8i%s, modifies, 
or counteracts another, and the result, or, at least, the. resuit 
BO far as it k independent of any capricious act of Will, is 

* Eisay on the Freedom of Wit and Humoar, Pert HI., Seot. 2* 
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determined by the number and relative strength of the 
feelings in operation^ which feelings have, however, through¬ 
out the process, been constantly revised, modified, directed^ 
and co-ordinated by the reflective action of Beason. The 
oflice, therefore, of Beason, according to this theory, is sub¬ 
sidiary to that of the feelings. The end is invariably sug¬ 
gested by desire, while reason devises the means for its 
accomplish|Qent. But most ends are merely means for the 
accomplishment of other ends, and all ends but one may be 
regarded as merely means to the accomplishment of that 
end, namely, the ultimate aim and object of the individual, 
whether it bp his own pleasure, the full development of his 
own nature, the general happiness, or whatever it may be. 
Now, in their capacity of means, all ends, except the ultimate 
end, admit of comparison both amongst themselves and with 
reference to the ultimate end; hence there is hardly any end 
which does not at times come into conflict with other ends, 
and thus invite the in^rvention of the reflective and judicial 
functions of the Beason. The result, in most cases, is a 
constant alternation of reason^ and desire, often rendering it 
difficult to disentangle the elements, and say what part of 
the process is rational and what emotional. The one clear 
principle, however, to bear in mind, though it is often lost 
sight of by moralists otherwise acute and profound, is that 
the end, however much it may afterwards be made the subject 
of comparison and reflection, is always, in the first instance, 
suggested by some passion, appetite, desire, or affection. Some 
cause, in fact, having its source in the emotional part of our 
nature.' T|^ operation of the Beason is a subsequent one, 
and eousists in devising means for the accomplishment of the 
tracii^ the consequences of attaining that end 
upon any otti^ en^ we may have in view, or, as this last 
ftmetion niighi otherwise be described, in dompariing thd 
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values of various subsidiary ends by reference to some higher 
end. The horse and the ri4^r^ the breeze which fans the sail 
ind the rudder by which the course of the boat is directed, 
have been favourite metaphors to express this relation of the 
passions tq the reason. When we come to ask what was 
Shaftesbury’s opinion on this question, we are baffled by the 
paucity of passages having any direct bearing on it and by 
the fact that he hardly seems to have recognized its im¬ 
portance. The passage, however, already quoted on p. 71, 
implies that Appetite and Beason both concur in the deter¬ 
mination of action, and that, though Appetite, the '' elder 
brother,” the lad of stronger growth,” takes the initiative, 
the process which results in action is, or ought to be, all 
along controlled by the skill and courage of Beason, the 
younger, though the sprightlier, lad of the two. 

IV. But if there are few passages in, Shaftesbury's works 
bearing on the question just discusse^i^ there is no difficulty 
in finding any number of utterances on the allied question. 
What is the analysis of the act of approbation or disappro¬ 
bation which follows on action, or How do we know one 
action to be right and another wrong. The prominence of 
the conception of a Moral Sense ” in Shaftesbury's system 
has already been noticed. The sentiment by which we ap¬ 
prove or disapprove of a moral action is constantly compared 
with ** taste ” in art. J ust as a eomomeur, immediately on 
perceiving a picture or a statue, pronounces on its merits, so 
a man with a cultivated ** Moral Sense ” no sooner contem¬ 
plates an action, a quality, or a character, than he is able at 
once to distinguish it as lovely or unlov^y, moral Or immoral, 
right or wrong. Though, however, the Moral Sense admits 
of being^vg^:*aigthened and refined by cultivation, just as it 
max ^ ^ extent, if not altogether, be lost through 
enstoin or by Ucentionsness of practice,'' it has its roots in 

u 
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the very constitution of the human mind. It is a natural 
sense of Right and Wrong.*’ To quote a passage already 
cited> it is an original affection of earliest rise in the sou? 
or affectionate part.*' At the same time^ this sense, though 
its emotional character is always uppermost in Shaftesbury's 
mind, seems to include a certain amount of judgment or 
reflection, that is to say, a rational element. Witness the 
following passage:— 

If a Creature be generous, kind, constant, compassionate ; 
yet if he cannot reflect on what he himself does, or sees others 
do, so as to take notice of what is worthy or honest, and 
make that notice or conception of Worth and Honesty to be 
an object of his affection, he has not the character of being 
virtuous: for thus, and no otherwise, he is capable of having 
^a Sense of Right or Wrong, a Sentiment or Judgment of 
what is done, through just, equal^ and good Affection, or the 
contrary." ^ H 

Shaftesbury's doctrine, on this head, may, perhaps, briefl}^ 
be summed up as follows. Each man has from' the first a 
natural Sense of Right and Wrong, a Moral Sense" or "Con¬ 
science " (^11 which expressions he employs as synonymous). 
This sense is, in its natural condition, wholly or mainly 
emotional, but, as it admits of constant education and im¬ 
provement, the rational or reflective element in it gradually 
becomes more prominent. Its decisions are generally de- 
^ribed as if they were immediate, and, beyond the occasional 
recognition of a rational as well as an emotional element, 
little or attempt is made to analyze it. In all these 
respects, Shaftesbury's Moral Sense" differs little from the 
^'C^soience " subse^lently described by Butler, the main 
distinctibne jbeing that with Butler the rational dt ^reflective 


♦ Inquiry, Book I., Pt. % § S. 
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element assumes greater prominence than with Shaftesbury, 
while, on the other hand,the “Conscience” of^the one writer 
’ is invested with a more absolute and uniform® character than 
is the “Moral Sense” of the other. I shall presently proceed 
to criticize this part of Shaftesbury’s doctrine, but it will be 
convenient to consider it in connexion with other peculiarities 
of his system. 

V. As to the sanciiona of morality, that is to say, the con¬ 
siderations or influences which iippcl men to right-doing or 
deter them from wrong-doing, Shaftesbury’s answer is per¬ 
fectly clear. The principal sanction with him is the appro¬ 
bation or disapprobation of the Moral Sense. As nothing 
can be more delightful than the witness of a good conscience, 
so nothing can be more painful than the remorse which 
follows on a bad action. “ T 9 a rational creature it must be 
horridly offensive and grievous, to have the reflection in his 
mind of any unjust action or behaviojj^r which he knows to be 
naturally odious and ill-deserving.” ^ With this sanction is 
combined, in the case of those who have any true sense of 
religion, the love and reverence of a beneficent, just, and wise 
God, whose example serves “to raise and increase the affection 
towards Virtue, and to submit and subdue all other aflections 
to that alone.” “Nor is this Good effected by Example 
merely. For where the theistical belief is entire and perfect, 
there must be a steady opinion of the Snperintcndency of a 
Supreme Being, a witness and spectator of human life, and 
conscious of whatsoever is felt or acted in the universe; so 
that in tlie perfectest recess, or deepest solitude, there must 
be One still presumed remaining with us, whose presence 

® 1 do not use the word ** authoritative/' beeause I do not admit that 
the moral sense of Shaftesbury is, in normal cases, less authoritative iha» 
the Conscience of Butler. See Oh. 5, pp. 14i-d7. 

? Inquiry, Book II., Pfc. 2, § 1. 

a 2 
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singly must be of more moment than that of the most august 
assembly on eif^h. In such a presence^ His evident that^ as 
the shame of guilty actions must be the greatest of any, so 
must the honour be of well-doing, even under the unjust 
censure of a world. And, in this case, His very apparent 
how conducing a perfect Theism must be to virtue, md how 
great deficiency there is in Atheism." ''And thus,” as he 
says presently, " the perfection and height of Virtue must be 
owing to the Belief of a Gpd.” ® 

These two, the Moral Sense and the love and reverence of 
God, and these two alone, are, with Shaftesbury, the proper 
sanctions of right conduct. The sanction on which Locke 
had almost exclusively rested morality, namely, the fear of 
future punishment and the hope of future reward, is treated 
as being exactly on the same level as the sanctions of law 
and of public opinion. All these sanctions may be eilicacious 
in restraining the wrong-doer by appealing to his private 
interests, and, consequently, they ought not to be neglected 
by the legislator and the moralist;® but, inasmuch as they 

* Inquiry, Book I., Pt. 3, § 3, 

. ’ It is certain that the principle of Fear of Future Punishment and 
Hope of Future Reward, how mercenary or serrile soever it may be 
aooountcd, is yet^ in many circumstances, a great advantage, security, and 
BQ{q;)ort to Virtue.’* Inquiry, Book I., Pt. 3, § 3. 

** To this it is that, in our friend’s opinion, we ought all of us to aspire, 
so as to endeavour that the excellence of the object, not the reward or 
punishment, should be our motive,* but that, where, through the corruption 
of our nature, the former of these motives is found insufficient to excite 
to virtue^ these the latter should he brought in aid, and on no account be 
'^undervalued or lieglected.** Moralists, Pari I|., l^t. 3. He presently 
piooeeds ^ show, in the same section, how the a^ument against a 
^royidenrial order firom the apparent disadvantages, under which Virtue 
idlhn suffers in this life, may ^ at once answered on the hypothesis of a 
ifUure eristenee*!^ **^ongh the appearances hold ever so strongly 
.againi| Virtue, and in fhvour of ^oe, Ihe objecrion which arisen hence 
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make no appeal to man^a moral nature^ right conduct^ secured 
hy such means^ cannot strictly be called good or virtuous. 
"Neither the fear of future punishment nor the hope of 
future reward can possibly be of the kind called good 
affections, such as are acknowledged the springs and sources 
of all actions truly good. Nor can this fear or hope consist 
in reality with Virtue or Goodness, if it either stands as 
essential to any moral performance, or as a considerable 
motive to any act of which some better affection ought alone 
to have been a sufficient cause ^ Shaftesbury^s teaching on 
this subject is so different from that of most of the divines 
and moralists of his time, and, moreover, contains so large an 
element of truth, that I shall add one or two further illus¬ 
trations of it;— 

"If there be a belief or conception of a Deity, who is 
considered only as powerful over his creature, and enforcing 
obedience to his absolute will by* particular rewards and 
punishments; and if on this account, through hope merely of 
reward or fear of punishment, the creature be incited to do 
the good he hates, or restrained from doing the ill to which 
he is not otherwise in the least degree averse : there is in this 
case no Virtue or Goodness whatsoever. The creature, not¬ 
withstanding his good conduct, is intrinsically of as little 
worth as if he acted in his natural way, when under no dread 
or terror of any sort. There is no more of Eectitude, Piety, 
or Sanctity in a creature thus reformed, than there is Meek¬ 
ness or Gentleness in a tiger strongly chained, or Innocence 
and Sobriety in a monkey under the disciphne of the 
whip ” 

against a B^ty may be easily removed, and all set right again on the 
sap|H)Bal of a ffitnio state. .... Fomr he needs not be over-and-above 
solidtons as to the late of Virtue in this world, who is secure of Here¬ 
after.** 

’ Inquiry, Book 1., Ft. 3, § 3. 
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Nay^ these slavish feai's and selfish hopes are actually 
destructive of true piety and genuine goodness. If it be 
true piety to love God for His own sakcj the over-solicitous * 
regard to private good, expected from him, must of necessity 
prove a diminution of Piety, For whilst God is beloved only 
as tile cause of private good, he is no otherwise beloved than 
as any other instrument or means of pleasure by any vicious 
creature. Now the more them is of this violent affection 
towards private good, the less room is there for the other sort 
towards Goodness itself, or any good and deserving object, 
worthy of love and admiration for its own sake; such as God 
is universally acknowledged, or at least by the generality of 
civilized or refined worshippers.” ® 

In this protestj admirable and much-needed, as, for the 
most part, it was, against the sordid motives almost ex¬ 
clusively insisted on in the current theology of Shaftesbury^s 
time, one point is sometimes left out of view. “ The law,” 
says St, Paul, was our schoolmaster to bring us unto 
Christ.” And similarly, the hope of reward ana the fear of 
punishment, though, in some cases, the only motives which 
are at first really efficacious, often, in course of time, so inure 
men to right-doing, that they come to love Virtue and God, 
the Exemplar and Eewarder of Virtue, for their own sak;e8. 
In the highest class of minds, these purer and nobler motives 
be dominant from the first, and in the lowest class of 

^ Yet tbexe is one sense in which the hope of futare reward is itself an 
evideujQe of i^e lore of virtue for its own sake. '* In the case of religion, 
however, it must he considered that, if by the hope of reward be under- 
^ stood the fore and desire of rirtuous enjoyment, or of the reiy practice 
and exemhie of rirtue in another fifo, the expectation or hope of this kind 
^ heini^ donatory to iditne, that it is an eridenoe of our 

- it the more etu^rely and for its own sake. Hot can this principle 
he justly called shlhsh; for, if the fove of rirtue be not mere self-intemt, 
ihe fove and desire of fife foir virtue's sake cannot be esteemed so.” 
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minds they may, throughout life^ remain almost dormant, 
but there is a large intermediate class of men whose moral 
^^ature admits of gradual exaltation, and in whom the disci¬ 
pline which was necessary to them in childhood gradually 
gives place to the free and loving submission of manhood. 
Virtue is at first a hard rule and God a stem master, but, as 
reason develops and the habit of obedience becomes fixed, 
the truth is revealed in all its beauty and simplicity, and love 
becomes the fulfilling of the law. Then, hope and fear make 
way for loye and reverence, the unselfish sense of duty and 
the spontaneous imitation of God. One set of motives thus 
gradually prepares the mind foi* another, and, when it has 
done its work, itself disappears. " After that faith is come, 
we are no longer under a schoolmaster.” 

These considerations, however, though not sufficiently 
insisted on, are by no means ignored by Shaftesbury. By 
means of the discipline of rewards and punishments ho 
acknowledges that one affection ''may come to be industriously 
nourished, and the contrary passion depressed. And thus 
Temperance, Modesty, Candour, Benignity, and other good 
affections, however despised at first, may come at last to be 
valued for their own sakes, the contrary species rejected, and 
the good and proper object beloved and prosecuted, when the 
reward or punishment is not so much as thought of.”^ 

VI. There is another question, affecting the very existence 
of Morals as an independent Science, on which Shaftesbury 
diverged, and rightly diverged, from his master. Locke had 
maintained^ that "the true ground of morality can only be 
the Will and Law of a God, who sees men in the dark, has 
in his hand rewards and punishments, and power enough to 

call to account the proudest offender.” Similarly, he says 

* 

* Inquiry, Book I.» Pt. 3, § 3. 

JErioy, Book I., Ch. 3, § 6. 
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that ^'the Kule prescribed by God is the true and only 
measure of Virtue," though this rule is afterwards determined 
to be conformity with what tends to the Public Happiness^, 
Shaftesbury, however, saw that to make moral distinctions 
depend solely on the arbitrary will of any being, even though 
it were the Supreme Being himself, was in reality to abolish 
them altogether, or, in other words, to make them unmeaning. 
As is so clearly pointed out by Cudworth, whose Treatise 
eoneetning Eternal and Immutable Morality^ though written 
some time before the Characteristics, was not published till 
twenty years afterwards, the moral attributes of the Deity, 
on this theory, entirely disappear. If what is right and 
wrong, good and evil, depends solely on the Will of God, 
how can we speak of God Himself as good ? Goodness, as 
one of the Divine attributes, must, on tliis hypothesis, simply 
mean the conformity of God to His own Will. “ Whoever 
thinks there is a God," says Shaftesbury, "and pretends 
formally to believe that he is just and good, must believe 
that there is independently such a thing as Justice and In¬ 
justice, Truth and Fals^ood, Right and W|ong, according to 
which he pronounces that God is just, righteous, and true. 
If the mere Will, Decree, or Law of God be said absolutely 
to constitute Right or Wrong, then are these latter words of 
no significanoy at all. For thus if each part of a contradiction 
Were af^rmed for truth by the supreme power, they would 

consequently become true.But to say of any- 

thing that it is just or unjust, on such a foundation as this, 
is to^ say nothing, or to speak without a meaning."^ 
"How,"he!qays in anotherplace,^ "can Supreme Goodness 
ba intriligib]^ to those who know not what Goodness itself 
Or hb# cf«h Virtue be understood to deserve reward, 

V • Iaq|^tty, Book I., Pi 3, § 2. 

; «lltnalkts, Pt 11., Ssci 3. 
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when as yet its merit and excellence is unknown. We begin 
surely at the wrong end, when we would prove merit by 
favour, and Order by a Deity.” 

VII. One of the most important questions which can be 
asked with regard to any system of Ethics is. How does it 
solve the problem of Fi*eedom and Necessity ? la the Will 
free to act as it chooses, or is it determined by motives ? Are 
our actions the mere resultants of our previous character 
together with the particular motives now operating, or is . 
there anyi^oom for independence of volition, a Will free to 
make the weaker become the stronger motive, a cause itself 
uncaused f This problem which in all ages has exercised so 
much of human ingenuity, and which many philosophers 
regard as yet unsolved, if not incapable of solution, Shaftes¬ 
bury studiously avoids. There is no passage in his works, so 
far as I can recollect, having any direct bearing upon the 
question. And this reticence is entirely in accordance with 
the practical bent of his mind and the conception which he 
had formed to himself of the objects of philosophy. The 
question of Liberty and Necessity is speculative rather than 
practical,—I might almost say, metaphysical rather than 
ethical, and, as such, it offers no interest to a writer whose 
aim is to purify human nature by developing a more refined 
moral sense, and to ameliorate the conditions of human life 
by enforcing the maxims of a more extended benevolence. 

To the principal questions of Ethics, then, Shaftesbury’s 
answers are, in brief, that our moral ideas, the^ distinctions of 
virtue and vice, right and wrong, are to be found in the very 
make and constitution of our nature; that morality is inde¬ 
pendent theology, actions being denominated good or just, 
not by the aihitrary will of God, but in virtue of some quality 
exis^g in themselves; that the ultimate test of a right 
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action is its tendency to promote tbe general welfare j tluit 
we have a peculiar organ, the moral sense, analogous to taste 
in art, by which we discriminate between characters and' 
actions as good or bad; that the higher natures among 
mankind are impelled to right action, and deterred from 
wrong action, partly by the Moral Sense, partly by the love 
and. Sreverence of a just and good God, while the lower natures 
are mainly influenced by the opinions of others, or by the 
hope of reward and tlie fear of punishment; that appetite 
and reason both concur in the determination of act^jj^n; lastly, 
that the question whether the Will does or does not possess 
any freedom of choice, irrespectively of character and motives, 
is one which it does not concern the moralist to solve. 

In this brief r^um4 of the leading questions of ethics, the 
reader will at once be struck with the difficulty of reconciling 
the answers to two of the questions proposed, namely, the 
nature of the criterion and the nature of the approving act. 
If Hie test or criterion of a right action or a virtuous quality 
be its tendency to promote the general welfare, surely, it may 
be objected, a long process of ratiocination is often required, in 
^ order to trace consequences and compare various classesof results. 
This objection contains a certain amount, but a certain amount 
only, of truth. In the first place, the great majority of men 
eeldom perform this process of tracing an action into its remote 
consequences. They have been taught or have come insensibly 
to regard certain actions with admiration and others with 
abhoirrenoe, and, as soon as they witness an action either of the 
pne kind or the other, the appropriate feeling is excited. Even 
. here, though^ the emotional act, the exercise of the Moral 
Sense/Ms the more prominent, there is an exercise of the 
< 1 , Eeaj^ ias well Before the sentiment of approbation or dis- 
, aj^rbbation . excited, the act. must have been referred, 

hmvever rai^dlj oir unconsciously, to a ola^ or connected, by 
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association, with other acts of a similar kind. Thus, if I 
detect a man in deceiving me, the sentiment of disapprobation 
seems to be at once excited, but between the steps of the 
discovery and the feeling there really intervenes a reference of 
the particular act to the class of h^lse dealing, or an associa¬ 
tion of it with other acts of the same kind which have excited 
my abhorrence before. In either case, the process involves 
comparison or reflection, that is to say, it is a rational one. 
Sometimes, even among unreflective men, who* of course, 
form the great majority of mankind, the rational element is 
far more prominent than in the cases I have hitherto described. 
Any man, who is at all capable of exercising his reason, must 
at times consider what are likely to be the particular con¬ 
sequences of his own actions or those of others, or what would 
be the consequences to society at large if such actions were 
of frequent occurrence, and, in such a cose, the reasoning pro¬ 
cess is always a conscious, and often a lengthy one. While 
this process is going on, the character of the act is as yet 
undecided, and, consequently, the sentiment, which will 
ultimately be evoked, is in abeyance. But if this be so 
amongst unreflective men, it is of far more frequent occurrence 
amongst the small class of reflective men. No circumstance 
is more characteristic of an educated and thoughtful man than 
that he is ready, from time to time, to review his moral 
judgments, and that his sentiments of approbation or dis¬ 
approbation, except in very clear cases, are only expressed 
after mature deliberation. He sees, or tries to see, all the 
sides of a question, and attempts to balance all the various 
considerations connected with it, and hence his judgments 
are, as a rule, far more sober and far more likely to be true to 
facts than those of ordinary men. In all oases, then, there is 
a ihtional process whidi precedes the emotion of moral appro¬ 
bation or disapprobation, though, in most cases, this process is 
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almost instautaneous^ and, perhaps, almost unconseious 
while, in some cases, as we have seen^ and especially amongst 
educated men, the process is often a long and complicated 
one^ Kow tha expressions which Shaftesbury employs, such 
asidoral Sense, Sense of^ Bight and Wrong, a Bight Taste, 
&c.^ as well as his whole treatment of the subject of moral 
approbation, undoubtedly tend to obscure the share of reason, 
while they tend to exaggerate the share of emotion, in our 
moral judgments. He does not, indeed, altogether ignore the 
rational element, but he passes it by with the merest recog¬ 
nition. Kor is this fault one of simply theoretical import, a 
mere defect in analysis. Systems like those of Shaftesbury, 
Hutcheson, and Butler, often exercise an unfortunate influence 
on men, in the way of inducing or confirming the habit of 
forming hasty judgments and acting on insuflicient reflection. 
When we are told that morality is a matter of taste, or that 
we have only to exercise a " Sense,” or consult our Conscience, 
in order to know what is right, we are very apt to act or to 
judge on our first impirlse, without any balancing of con¬ 
siderations or any allowance for circumstances. In nine cases 
out of ten, or possibly in ninety-nine out of a hundred^ this 
course maybe the right one, but in the tenth or the hundredth 
it may lead to most disastrous consequences, or to most 
inequitable judgments. The generality of men have much 
more need to be told not to act or judge without due; con¬ 
sideration, than to he told to act up to their convictions or 
to judge according to their preconceived opinions. It is 
perf^y true that we ought to act up to our convictions, or 
” f<dldir conscience,” as the phrase is, and that we ought to 
judge In fl^rdanoe with general rules, hut it is equally true 
tlmi we oij^ht to be constantly engaged m reviewing, oom- 
' paring, and modifying our rules, and in educating and 
impipoving oUr coniicieueea "Let any plain, honest man,” 
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says Butler/ ** before he engages in any course of action, ask 
himself. Is this 1 am going about right, or is it wrong? Is 
if good, or is it evil ? I do not in the least doubt but that 
this question trould be answered agreeably to truth and 
yirtue, by almost any fair man in almost any circumstance.” 
No doubt any plain, honest man ” would give an answer in 
accordance with the average moral sentiment, or perhaps 
slightly in advance of the average moral sentiment, of the 
time and country in which Jie lived. But did it never occur 
to the writer that there are " plain, honest men ** in other 
countries besides England, and in stages of civilization very 
difierent from ours, and that there were " plain, honest men ” 
one, two, and three thousand years ago, in the East as well as 
the West, and amongst pagans as well as amongst Jews and 
Christians? These '‘plain, honest men,” could they be 
brought together, would give very different answers on many 
of the leading or more perplexed questions of conduct both 
from one another, and from the “ plain, honest men ” who 
lived in England in the early part of the eighteenth century. 
This divergence of the moral sentiment is alone sufficient to 
show that the decisions of the " moral sense or " conscience,” 
cannot be treated as absolute. A number of " consciences ” 
whose decisions differ cannot all be in the right. That a man 
should act according to his conscience, that is to say, that he 
should not act contrary to his convictions, is a moral truism 
but it is no less his duty to take every precaution in his 
power that his conscience may guide him to a true decision. 
And this object he can only secure, first, by constantly 
reviewing and correcting his moral judgments in accordance 
with the best lights he can find, so as to adjust, as frr as 
^08sible> his sense^of right and wrong to the real qualities of 
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actionSi and, secondly, by taking: pains, in any particular case 
of difficulty, to ascertain and weigh all the circnmstances and 
considerations bearing on the point, before allowing his ethi(Sl 
emotions to be enlisted on either side. * 

Shaftesbiiry^s analysis of the act of moral approbation is, 
we have seen, defective, because it does not discriminate with 
sufficient precision between the rational and emotional elements 
in our moral judgments; and it is misleading, because it 
assigns a disproportionate share to the emotional element at 
the expense of the rational element. It might also be objected 
to his account of the Moral Sense that, though it admits that 
this sense is capable of cultivation and improvement, it does 
not state in what the process of education consists, nor make 
any attempt to trace the stages through which the original 
germ passes into the matured })roduGt. But investigations of 
this kind, to possess any value, require a knowledge of the 
subtler workings of association which was beyond Shafbes- 
bury*s powers of psychological analysis. Locke had already 
enunciated the doctrines and some of the laws of association, 
but it was not till after the publication of the writings of 
Hartley and James Mill that it was recognized as the potent 
instrument which we now know it to be. 

The idea that our moral judgments are formed by a'^scnse,*^ 
taste,or relish,” naturally suggests an analogy between 
Art and Morality, Beauty and Virtue. This analogy, which 
is conatantly insisted on by Shaftesbury, seems to me to be 
too, reined to be of much service in ethical inquiry. Take a 
beatttifiil picture. In what does its beauty consist ? In the 
proportione ,ef the forms and in a certain subtle harmony of 
colouring. a moral act. What is it that constitute it 

mmal? Its tendency, at least according :^to Shaftesbury^k' 
system^ ^ promote the general welfare or the good of man*- 
kihd- Kpw where, at lirst sight, is the resembknoe between 
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the beautiful picture and the moral act ? It is true that with 
a little ingenuity we may dud such a resemblance, which 
consists, I presume, in the act being proporiioml to tlie needs 
and constitution of human society', as any particiilar form in 
the picture is proportional to the rest of the picture. But, 
however ingenious this point of view may be, do we really 
throw any light on the character of human action, or the 
distinction between vice and virtue, by having recodrse to 
what I must venture to call" this far-fetched analogy ? And 
so, again, with regard to a virtuous disposition. A disposition 
or character can only be knowm by its acts, and these acts 
must necessarily be isolated. But a picture, or statue, or a 
landscape may bo seen at a glance. It is true that we may 
^i^ct on the nature of a character as manifested by its acts, 
ana contemplating it, with a certain amount of mental eilbrt., 
as a whole, speak with some justice of its being Aarmonious or 
wrlUhalanced. But, though the analogy is certainly less 
remote here than in the case of virtuous acts, it may be 
questioned whether wo really gain anything by this mode of 
speaking. The conception of goodness ” is surely more 
appropriate, whether we are contemplating acts or characters, 
than that of " beauty," and, therefore, why introduce a meta¬ 
phor when a direct expression would serve our purpose better ? 
And yet there are occasions when, in order to express our 
admiration of characters or actions, we seem to be led naturally 
to select such^words as grand," beautiful,” or “ graceful." 
In all these cases I think it will be found that the characters 
or actions rise for above, or, at least, diverge considerably from 
the average standard of excellence, and that, consequently, 
the ordinary ethical expressions being inadequate to convey 
our meaning, we are compelled to have recourse to metaphor. 
But this is a well-known device of language which is by no 
means peculiar to morals. 
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Another diatinctive feature of Shafteshur/s system remains 
to be noticed. 1 have already pointed oat that, in the economy 
of human nature, he lays an undue stress on the benevolent 
affeo^ons. It would, indeed, be no unfair description of his 
ethical theory to say that, according to him, the goodness of 
man consists in the possession and exercise of these affections, 
and mriue in what may be called conscious and approved 
benevc^ence.” Hence his system and that of Hutcheson 
have often been distinguished as the Benevolent Theory of 
Bthics. It must not be supposed that either the one author 
or the other denied the necessity of a due regard to one’s own 
interests; for, if every man were absolutely careless about his 
own welfare, human affairs would, obviously, soon come to a 
standstill, not to say that, whatever care others might 
endeavour to take of him, the individual, if he took no care 
whatever of himself, must speedily perish. But Shaftesbury, 
as we have already seen,** looked on what are usually called 
the self-regarding virtues rather as conditions of virtue than 
as themselves virtues; and Hutcheson, as we shall see pre¬ 
sently,* going still further than Shaftesbury, maintained that 
actions which flow solely from self-love " seem perfectly in¬ 
different in a moral sense, and neither raise the love or hatred 
of the observer/’ Yet, if a man, in spite of diflicnlties and 
temptations, is cleanly, temperate, chaste, and frugal, and 
shows a due sense of his own independence and dignity, does 
he excite no admimtion in us ? And, on the §ther himd, if 
ii bmtal, gTOvellipg, and incapable of exercisiog any a^. 


, ^ See, Ibv ittStance, laqtuiry, Book I., Pt. 2, § 3, Ft. 3, § 1. A man ii 
hii iffe^ons lite adiptod to promote lie wel&tn of the speoiee; 
baths ean.on^ bs culled mriMonst jm refieetioa, be appiovei sandi 
'^ec^obs at4 tbs acts wUcA flow fbm t^m, and di^pproves 
ijbntraiy. , " f - ■ •' 

tSsep.fl7. »Ssep.lfl4. 
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control^ does he not move our disgust and hatred? Take the 
quality of Temperance alone. Whatever be our theory of 
•virtue, whether we regard it as a habit conducive to the 
public good, or as a self-realization of the individual, or as 
obedience to law, whether civil, divine, or natural; in any 
case, does it not seem preposterous to say that Temperance is 
not a virtue, or Intemperance a vice? It is perfectly true 
that if a man had the self-regarding virtues, but were de¬ 
ficient in the benevolent virtues, and especially in the supreme 
virtue of justice, we should not, on the whole, call him a good 
or virtuous man. But neither, as I have already said,^ could 
we properly call a man good or virtuous, taking his character 
as a whole, if he were distinctly lacking in the personal 
virtues, however kindly, liberal, and just ho might bo to 
others. The latter case is, indeed, far less common than the 
former. For it is proverbial that, if a man does not care for 
himself, he is not likely to care much for. other people; 
whereas those who stop short at a regard for themselves are, 
unfortunately, only too numerous. And it may have been 
this comparative rarity of the extra-regarding or benevolent 
virtues (of which group I regard justice as not only a 
member, but as the principM member) which led Shaftesbury 
and Hutcheson to assign to them so disproportionate a value. 
These virtues are, indeed, essential alike to the well-being of 
human society and to the moral perfection of the individual, 
and they are the crown and dower of all virtues, but still it 
is a mistake to ignore the fact that there is another group of 
virtues, equally essential, though it may be less rare, and less 
lovely. 

To those who are acquainted with the ancient writem on 
Ethics jt will j>e plain that Sbaflesbiuy is indebted to them 

® See p. 76. 
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for mmy of hU most characteristic ideas. Thos^ the analogy 
betw^n Art and Morals, Beauty and Virtue, which is of 
such frequent occurrence in his writings, is evidently derived!' 
from Blato. The idea that man is naturally a social animal, 
and tkat society has its origin in the family union, will 
remind every classical reader of Aristotle's Politics and the 
Third Book of Plato's Laws. Again, the' idea of a due 
balance among the passions and affections, or that the various 
parts of man's nature should be so harmonized that no one 
should be developed in excess of the others, is derived from 
the Bepublic of Plato and the Ethics of Aristotle. To take 
one more instance, such a passage as the following, which 
embodies an idea of frequent recurrence throughout the 
CAaracteristicSf could hardly have been written by any one 
who was not thoroughly imbued with the spirit of the stoical 
philosophy;— 

** Can you not call to mind what we resolved concerning 
Nature f Can anything be more desirable than to follow 
her? Or is it not by this freedom from our passions and 
low interests, that we are reconciled to the goodly Order of 
the Universe; that we harmonize with Nature ; and lite in 
friendship both with God and Maii ? " ® 

It would have been strange indeed, had the tastes of an 
author so devoted to the study of classical literature as 
Shaftesbury not been reflected in his ethical writings, But, 
perhaps, it would not be too much to say tliat there is no 
modern writer whoso views on morals approximate so 

, * Moishstd, 111*1 Soct. 3* Other instances of Stoical dootziass 
ideated by ShidiesbQry are that Providence hag placed our ha p p»T>e n w 
and good in th^gs we ean bestow upon ourselves,’* that ** Hapless is 
not ihom witboui^"' and that *' Opinion,” that is the suppo- 
sl^to ws imx about thingst' *' ia all in all” . * 
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closely to the classical way of thinking on these subjects as 
do his. 

Of previous English writers^ those to whom he most 
frequenUy refers or alludes are Hobbes and Locke. To the 
distinctive tenets in moral and political philosophy of Hobbes, 
namely, that a “ state of mere nature is a state of " War of 
every man against every man,” that civil society is based on 
a contract, and that there is in mankind no such thing as 
disinterested affection, not originating in self-love, we have 
already seen that Shaftesbury declares himself in direct and 
emphatic opposition.^ There can, in fact, be little doubt 

^ The following passage affords so acute a criticism of Hobbes* m|in 
theory, that I think it well to append it, both on account of its intrinsic 
value and also as ihmishing a good example of Shaftesbury’s argumen¬ 
tative power 

“ ’Tie ridiculous to say, there is any obligation on man to act sociably, 
or honestly, in a formed Government and.not in that which is commonly 
called the State of Nature. For to speak in the fashionable language of 
our modem philosophy: * Society being founded on a compact, the 
surrender made of every man's private unlimited right into the hands of 
the majority, or such as the majority should appoint, was of free choice 
and by a promise,' Now the Promise itself was made in the State of 
Nature. And that which could make a Promise obligatory in the State of 
Nature must make all other acts of humanity as much our real duty and 
natural port. Thus Faith, Justice, Honesty, and Virtue must have been 
as early as the State of Nature, or they could never have been at all. 
The Civil Union m Confederacy could nerer make Bight or Wrong, if 
they subsisted uot before.' He who was free to any villainy before his 
contract will and ought to make as free with his contract, when he thinks 
fit* The Natural Knave has the same reason to he a Civil one, and may 
dispense with his politic capacity as oft as he sees occasion. 'Tis only his 
word stands in his way.—A man is obliged to keep his word. Wliy P 
Because he has given his word to keep ii.—Is not this a notable aecount 
of the original of moral justice, and the rise of civil govenunent and 
allegiance 1 ** Essay on the Freedom of Wit and Humour, Part HI., 
Sect. 1. 
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tbat^ like ipaost of the other ethical writers of this time^ he was 
mainly impelled to his task throug^h the shock which had 
been given to the current moral sentiment by the paradoxes of 
Hobh^ and through the desire to arrest the progress of doc* 
trines ^ which society was then seriously alarmed, ^haftes* 
buty appears to have conceived it as his special mission to 
unde^r^ke this work/not as a ''pedant’’ or a "schoolman/’ 
but as a " man of taste.” 

It was probably in accordance with this conception that he 
refrained from using the language about the "laws of nature/’ 
which had hitherto been current in ethical treatises^ and that 
he preferred to represent morality as a matter of " taste/’ 
"jientiment/’ or " affection/’ rather than as dictated simply 
by reason. These differences alone are sufficient to distinguish 
him from writers like Cumberland^ Cudworth^ and Clarke, 
though, in making benevolent acts and dispositions the 
special objects of moral approbation, he is, to a great extent, 
anticipated by Cumberland, whose influence on subsequent 
moralists has, perhaps, hardly been sufficiently recognized 

Of Shaftesbury’s Own influence on other writers and of his 
relation to subsequent schools of ethics, 1 shall speak presently 
in a separate chapter. 

Before concluding this chapter, however, I must say a flew 
words on the marked hostility with which Shaftesbury, in his 
character of a moralist, attacks the doctrines of Locke, I 
have already, in the last chapter, drawn attention to the 
vehement passage directed against Locke's philosophy in one 
of the letten^ to Michael Ainsworth.^ There he speaks of 
Locke’s ethic«d theory as " throwing all order and virtue put 
of the world, and making the very ideas of them unnatural.” 
words, of course, are aimed at Locke’s denial of the 
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innate^ or^ ae Shaftesbpry would amend the wordy &m-minral 
origin of our moral ideas. In the Inquiry concerning Virtue, 
* though Locke is not expressly named, there is an equally 
vehement protest against what may be called the .cardinal 
doctrines of his ethical system, namely, that moral distinctions 
depend solely on the arbitrary will of God, and that they are 
mainly enforced by the supernatural sanctions of hope of 
future reward and fear of future punishment. Indeed, no 
two systems could welbbe more opposed on many points than 
are those of Shaftesbury and his tutor. According to Locke, 
“ the true and only measure of virtue " is the Will of God, 
as revealed either in the Scriptures or by the Light of Nature. 
The only means of ascertaining that Will is the use of the 
reason, deducing rules of action either from the expressed 
commands of God in the Old and New Testaments, or, which 
^ he seems to contemplate as the commoner case, from con¬ 
siderations of public welfare, God having, by an inseparable 
connexion, joined virtue and public happiness together.’’ The 
main sanctions of this " will and law of a God, who sees men 
in the dark,’^ are the rewards and punishments which He 
holds in His hand. By the fault is the rod, and with the 
transgression a fire ready to punish it.’' Shaftesbury, on the 
other hand, maintained that, independently of any commands 
or prohibitions, whether of God or man, actions are intrinsi¬ 
cally rightor wrong, just or unjust; though, at the same time, 
he %reed with Locke in adopting as the test or criterion of a 
right action its tendency to promote the public interests or 
the general good of mankind. The character of an action, 
however, was to be ascertained, not so much by reasoning, as 
by a subtle and deUcate sense, capable, indeed, of improvement 
by discipline, culture, and education, but the naiural and 
inalienable heritage of every man from his birth. Lastly, 
the inc^tlves to well-doing and the deterrents from evil-ddi^ 
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are to be sought not solely^ or even in|pn1y> in the opinion of 
mankind, or in the rewards and punishments of the magis¬ 
trate, or in the hopes and terrors of a future world, but in the 
answ^ of a good conscience, approving virtue and disap¬ 
proving vicse, and in the love of a God, who, by His infinite 
wisdom and His all-embracing beneficence, is worthy of the 
love and admiration of His creatures. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

SHAFTlSBtJET^S THKOEIES ON BEI.IOION, BEAUTY, AND AET. 

The articles of Shaftesbury's religious creed were few and 
simple, but these he entertained with a conviction amounting 
to enthusiasm. They may briefly be summed up as a belief 
in one God, whose most characteristic attribute is universal 
benevolence, in the moral government of the Universe, and 
in a future state of man, making up for the imperfections and 
repairing the ineqjpalities of this present life. 

The existence of God is proved by the order and marks of 
design which appear in the Universe. If there be divine 
excellence in things; if there be in Nature a supreme mind 
or Deity: we have then an object consummate, and compre¬ 
hensive of all which is good or excellent. And this object, 
of all others, must of necessity be the most amiable, the most 
engaging, and of highest satisfaction and enjoyment. Now 
that there is snch a principal object as this in the World, the* 
World alone (if I may say so) by its wise and perfect order 
must evince.’* 

Familiar as this argument has now become, Shaftesbury’s 
presentation of it is sufficiently characteristic to merit a more 
detailed statement 

All things in this world are united. For, as the branch 
is uni^ with the tree, so is the tree as immediately with 


^ Moralists, Pt. Zl., Sect 3. 
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the earthy air^ and water, which feed it. As much as the 
fertile mould is fitted to the tree> as much as the strong and 
upright trunk of the oak or elm is fitted to the twining' 
branches of the vine or ivy: so much are the very leaves, the 
see4s, and fruits of these trees fitted to the various animals, 
these again to one another, and to the elements where they 
liv;^ and to which they are, as appendices, in a manner fitted 
and joined, as either by wings for the air, fins for the water, 
feet for the earth, and by other correspondent inward parts of 
a more curious frame and texture. Thus, in contemplating 
all on earth, we must of necessity view All in One, as holding 
to one common stock. Thus too is the system of the bigger 
world. See there the mutual dependency of things!—the 
relation of one to another; of the sun to this inhabited earth, 
and of the earth and other planets to the sun !•—the order, 
union, and coherence of the Whole! And know that by this 
survey you will be obliged to own the XJni^rsal System and 
coherent scheme of things to be established on abundant 
proof, capable of convincing any fair and just contemplator 
of the works of nature. For scarce would any one, till he 
had well surveyed this universal scene, believe an union thus 
evidently ciemonstrable by such numerous and powerful 
instances of mutual correspondency and relation, from the 
minutest ranks and orders of beings to the remotest spheres I 

* ♦ 9|C :ie 3|( aic St 

** Kow, having recognized this uniform consistent fiiibrio^ 
and owned the Universal System, we must of consequimoe 
acknowledge n Universal Mind; which no ingenious 
j^ing^uous].,mim can be tempted to disown, except through 
the imaginaiiion of Disorder in the Universe, its seat. For 
; cau jit be supposed of $ny one in the world that, bekg in 
; ^me desert fkom men, and hearing there a j^rfect 
sync^hony of piUsic, or seeinjg an exact pile of regular archi* 
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tecture arising^ graduaHj from the earth in all its orders and 
proportionB^ he should be persuaded that^ at the bottom, there 
was no design accompanying .this, no secret spring of thought, 
no active mind | Would he, because he saw no hand, deny 
the handy work, and suppose that each of these complete and 
perfect ^systems were framed, and thus united in just sym¬ 
metry and conspiring order, either by the accidental blowing 
of the winds or rolling of the sands ? ** “ 

But it is not necessary to go out into the '‘bigger world ** 
to find God. We may recognize Him in the microcosm of 
ourselves, either by direct intuition or by an inference from 
such intuition. ** In vain we labour to understand that 
principle of Sense and .Thought, which, seeming in us to 
depend so much on Motion, yet differs so much from it, 
and from Matter itself, as not to suffer us to conceive how 
Thought can more result from this, than this arise from 
Thought. But^ Thbught we own pre-eminent, and confess the 
reallest of Beings; the only existence of which we are made 
sure by being conscious. All else may be only dream and 
shadow. All which even Sense suggests may be deceitful. 
The Sense itself remains still; Reason subsists; and Thought 
maintains its eldership of being. Thus are we in a manner 
conscious of the original and eternally existent Thought, 
whence we derive our own. And thus the assurance we have 
of the existence of beings above our Sense, and of Thee (the 
great exemplar of Thy works), comes from Thee, the All- 
True and Perfect, who hast thus communicated Thyself more 
immediately to us, so as in some manner to inhabit within 
our souls; Thou who art Original Soul, diffusive, vital in all, 
inspiriting the Whole.*' But the idea which we are tims 
competent to acquire ^by self-introspection, is amplified and 


^ Moralists, Pi IL, jSect. 4 
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perfected by the contemplation of external nature. ^'AH 
Nature's wonders serve to excite and perfect this idea of their 
Author. 'Tis here he suffers us to see and even to conver^b 
with Him, in a manner suitable to our frailty. How glorious 
IS it to contemplate Him in this noblest of his works apparent 
to us, the system of the bigger world." ® 

It has sometimes been supposed that Shaftesbury identified 
God with Nature. This, however, I think, was not the case. 
Witness the following passages:— 

** I only know that both theii's ” (that is, the natures of 
trees) and all other natures must for their duration depend 
alone on thatNature on which the world depends; and that every 
genius else must be subordinate to that One good Genius, 
whom 1 would willingly persuade you to think belonging to 
this world, according to our present way of speaking." * 

''If it" (compounded matter) ^^can present us with so 
many innumerable instances of particular fohns, who share 
this simple Principle by which they are really One, live, act, 
and have a Nature or Genius peculiar to themselves and 
provident for theh* own welfare; how shall we at the same 
time overlook this in the whole, and deny the Great and 
General One of the World ^ How can we be so unnatural 
as to disown Divine Nature, our common Parent, and refuse 
to recognize the universal and sovereign Genius? " ® 

From these and other passages we may infer that Shaftes¬ 
bury comoeived the relation of God to the World as that of 
the soul to the body. Nature ist as it were, the vesture of 
God, and God the soul of the Universe. The idea of an 
Anma been familiar to many of the ancients, 

whether^ iA WiHi Plato^ they regarded it as itself a created 


* Pi la, Seat 1* 


•Id. 
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being, or, as with the Stoics, they identified it with the 
Supreme Creator, or rather Fashioner, of the Universe, God 
Himself. Almost within our own times, this idea of a Soul 
of the World has been revived by Schelling. To most 6f my 
readers, Shaftesbury's thought will recall the welbknown 
lines of Pope in which it is enshrined, and which it probably 
suggested:— 

“ All are but parts of one stupendous whole, 

Whose body nature is, and God the soul.’*" 

If there are difficulties in the way of conceiving an Uni¬ 
versal Mind, animating and governing nature, there arc 
similar difficulties in the way of conceiving a Self or particular 
Mind, animating and governing our own bodies. '' For be 
the difficulty ever so gfeat, it stands the same, you may 
perceive, against your own Being, or against that which I am 
pretending to convince you of. You may raise what objec¬ 
tions you please on either hand 3 and your dilemma may be 
of notable force against the manner of such a Supreme Being's 
existence. But, after you have done all, you will bring the 
same dilemma home to you, and be at a loss still about Your- 
Self. When you have argued ever so long upon these meta¬ 
physical points of Mode and Substance, and have philosophi¬ 
cally concluded from the difficulties of each hypothesis that 
^there cannot be in Nature such a Universal-One as this, you 
must conclude, from the same reasons, that there cannot be 
any such particular-one as Your-Self. But that there is 
actually such a one as this latter, your own mind, 'tis hoped, 
may satisfy you. And of this Mind it is enough to say, 
“ Iliat it is something which acts upon a body, and has some¬ 
thing passive under it and subject to it: That It has not only 
body or mere matter for its subject, but in sonie raifpect even 


* Pope*s Etwy on Mitn, I., 267, S 
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itsdlf too and what proceeds from it: That it siiperiiiteiids 
and manages its own imaginations, appearances, fancies; <^r* 
recting, workings and modelling these, as it finds good, ^nd 
adorning and accomplishing, the best it can, this composite 
Order of Bodj and Understanding/* Such a Mind and 
gdveming part, 1 know there is somewhere in the world. Let 
F^rrlio, by the help of such another, contradict me, if he 
pleases. We have our several understandings and thoughts, 
however we came by them. Each understands and thinks the 
best he can for his own purpose: He for Himself; I for 
another Self. And who 1 beseech you for the Whole? 

.Is^not this Nature still a Self? Or, tell me, I 

beseech you. How are You one? By what t^en? or by 
virtue of what ? ''By a Principle #hich joins certain parts, 
and which thinks and acts consonantly for the u^e and pur> 
pose of those parts.*^ Say, therefore, what is your whole 
system a part of? or is it, indeed, no part, but a whole, by it¬ 
self, absolute, independent, and unrelated to anything besides P 
If it be indeed, a part,and really related; to what else, 1 
beseech you, than*to the Whole of Nature ? Is there then 
such a uniting principle in Nature ? If so, how are you then 
a Self, and Nature not §so ? How have you something to 
understand and act for you, and Nature, who gave this under¬ 
standing, nothing at allHo understand for her, advise her, 
or help her out (poor Being I) on any occ^ion, whatever 
nec6«»ity she may ^ in ? Has the World such ill-fprt^e in 
the main ? Are there so many particular understanding ^tive 
priUeipleB everywhere ? And is there nothing, at last,%hich 
thiidds, understands for All ? Nothing which ad- 

minietera; ^ looks after All ? ” ^ 

'The Ulidyomid 1^!ind i^ not only all-powerful and all-wise, 
bdt pe^fiaetly good. There can be no malicetbut where 


^ JCwsAisis, Ph nr., Sect. 1. 
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iaterests are opposed, A Universal Being can have no interest 
opposite; and therefore can have no malice. If there be a 
gefieral mind^ it can have no particular interest; but the 
general good, or good of the whole, and its own private good 
must of necessity be one and th'e same. It can intend nothing 
besides, nor aim at anything beyond, nor be provoked to any¬ 
thing contrary. So that we have only to consider whether 
there be really such a thing as a Mind which has relation to 
the Whole or not. If there.be really a mind, we may rest 
satisfied that it is the best-natured one in the world.’^ * 

From the perfect wisdom and goodness and the supreme 
power of the Deity it follows that, if Nature be’regardcd as a 
whole, everything, regarded with reference to that whole/must 
be for the best. As Shaftesbury's disciple afterwards wrote 

“ All nature is but art, unknown to thee; 

All chance direction, which thou canet not see; 

All discord, harmony not understood; 

All partial evil, universal good.*’ ^ 

Eeplying to a supposed objector, at the beginning of the 
Moralists,^ Shaftesbury, in the person of Philocles, thus 
describes the confessions which he has wrung from him:— 

» That such a hazardous affair as this of Creation should have 
been undertaken by those who had not perfect foresight as well 
as command, you owned was neither wise nor just. But you 
stood to Foresight. You allowed the consequences to have 
been understood by the creating powers, when they undertook 
their work; and you denied that it would have been better 
for th«!m to have omitted it, though they knew what would 
be the event. 'Twas bette^r still that the project should be 
executed, whatever might become of mankind, or how hard 

Letter coneeming Euthiudaeiii, Sect 5. 

. * ^ Pope^B Esmy jlfosa, Bp. 1.289*93. 

^ Pt X., Sect. 2. w 
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soever such a ereation was like to, fall on the geperality of 
this miserable race. For ^twas impossible, you thought, that 
HeaVen should have acted otherwise than for the best. ^ 
that even Irom this misery and 111 of Man, there was un¬ 
doubtedly some Good arising; something which overbafanced 
all, and made full amends.^^ 

Ih, a passage,^ after describing the successive steps by 
which the mind rises from the contemplation of beauty in 
particular forms to the observation of universal order and the 
intuition of supreme beauty, he proceeds to 'Vindicate the 
works of God to man in a still bolder strain: Much is 
alleged, in answer, to show why .Nature errs, and how she 
came thus impotent and erring from an unerring hand. But 
1 deny she errs; and, when she seems most ignorant or 
perverse in her productions, 1 assert her even then as wise 
and provident as in her goodliest works. For ^tis not then 
that men complain of the world's order or abhor the face of 
things, when they see various interests mixed and interfenug; 
natures subordinate, of different kinds, opposed one to another/ 
and in their different operations submitted, the higher to the- 
lower. ^Tis, on the contrary, from this order of inferior and 
superior things that we admire the world's beauty, founded ?!^ 
thus on contrarieties; whilst from such various and disagree¬ 
ing principles a universal concord is established.'. 

Here then is that solution you require; and hence those 
seeing blemishes cast upon Nature. Nor is there ought in 
tidl'beside what is natural and good. 'Ti's Good which is 
predomiaaht; and every oorruptil^ and mortal nature %y its 
jnortality and corruption yields only to some better, and all 
in emoainon t0 that best and highest Nature, which is incoi^ 
,^ptabl6 and imnaprtd.^' 

Gl:gections tq this idea of the Universe being consteuct^ . 
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on a perfect scheme are met by Shaftesbury, as by so many 
other theologians and philosophers, with the appeal to our 
igfhorance and the finite nature of our capacities,^to the 
principle that 

^ ** Tis but a part we see, and not the whole.** 

"Now, in this mighty Union, if there be such relations of 
parts one to another as are not easily discovered, if on this 
account the end and use of things does not everywhere appear, 
there is no wonder: since 'tis no more indeed than what must 
happen of necessity. Nor could Supreme Wisdom have 

otherwise ordered it. For, in an infinity of things thus 
relative, a mind which sees not infinitely can see nothing 
fnlly. And, since each particular has relations to all in 
’ general, it can know no perfect or true relation of anything in 
a world not perfectly and fully known."*^® 

> '"In the case of man, the sufferings and imperfections of his 
[ present state are used as an argument in favour of a future 
life, where all apparent inequality and injustice will be redressed: 

" But, being once convinced of Order and a Providence as to 
things present, men may soon, perhaps, be satisfied even of a 
future state. For, if Virtue be to itself no small reward, 
' and Vice in a great measure its own punishment, we have a 
solid ground to go upon. The plain foundations of a dis¬ 
tributive justice, and due order in this world, may lead us to 
conceive a fuAher building. We apprehend a larger scheme, 
and easily resolve ourselves why things were not completed in 
this state, but their accomplishment reserved rather to some 
further period. For had the good and virtuous of mankind 
been wholly prosperous in this life; had goodness never met 
with opposition, nor merit ever lain under a cloud; where 
had l^n the trial, victoiy, or crown of virtue ? Where had 
the virtues had their theatre, or whence their names ? Where 

* Momlutf, n IL, Sect. 4. 
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had been Temperance or Self-Denial? Where Patience^ 
Meekness, Magnanimity ? Whence have these their being ? 
What merit, except from hardship ? What Virtue withoutT a 
conflict, and the encounter of such enemies as arise both 
within and from abroad ?” * 

But it is not only from the prospect of future reparation 
that:we may derive solace in our misfortunes. We may 
comflirt ourselves also with the reflection that our particular 
lot, be it apparently good or evil, is a necessary incident in 
the well-ordering of that larger system, which we help to 
compose. After saying that, '' according to the hypothesis of 
those who exclude a general mind, ’tis scarce possible, upon 
disastrous occasions, and under the circumstances of a 
calamitous and hard fortune, to prevent a natural kind of 
abhorrence and spleen, which will be entertained and kept 
alive by the imagination of so perverse an order of things," 
he proceeds: “ But in another hypothesis (that of perfect 
Theism) it is" understood ‘That whatever the Order of tlie 
World produces is, in the main, both just and good/ There¬ 
fore, in the course of things in this world, whatever hardship 
of events may seem to force from any rational creature a hard 
censure of his private condition or lot, he may by reflection, 
nevertheless, come to have patience and to acquiesce in it. 
Nor is this all. He may go further still in this reconciliation, 
and from the same principle may make the lot ileelf an object 
of his good affection, whilst he strives to maintain this 
gexi^ne fealty, and stands so well disposed towards the laws 
■ and government of his higher country." * 

* Moralists, It., $eet 3 . 

V * another iustanise of the similarity of much of 

' 31aiftesbaryjs tubing to that of the Stoics. You Gizyoki refers tp 

Oh. xy., from whirii 1 extract the foUoiring 
seatenoest hk potest deo parere et quicqtud evenit hono 

; ^ casuum suorum benignas .mterpres, si 
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Shaftesbury's scheme of theology. Like most 
other optimists^ he fails^ at least on the face of his systemi^ 
lo meet the great difficulty which is usually felt by^men who 
are tolerably familiar with the ills of life and the destructive 
forces of nature^ when theories of this roseate hue are pro¬ 
pounded to them. Why, if the designer and governor of the 
Universe be all-powerful and all-wise as well as all-good, 
could he not have secured the beauty, the perfection, and the 
happiness of the whole, without so much deformity, imper¬ 
fection, and misery in the parts ? A suffering man may well 
be pardoned, if, even with a firm assurance of future repara¬ 
tion, he questions the accuracy of the dictum that ** every¬ 
thing is for the best in the best of all possible worlds.” Why, 
he may say, should 1 not be happy here%s well as hereafter, 
why should not an omnipotent Providence attain its ends by 
means less painfut and less hurtful to its creatures? And, 
. though the necessity of a contrast between good and evil, 
pleasure and pain, like the lights and shades in painting, or 
the harmonies and dissonances in music, which Shaftesbury 
adduces as parallels, may, in some measure, meet the difficulty, 
it can hardly be said altogether to remove it. Some of the 
ancient philosophers imagined that the designs of a beneficent 
creator were constantly being frustrated, though with vary¬ 
ing success, by the resistance of an^, inert matter, the source 
of all evil both in man and nature. The Manichees, following 
the ancient Persians, maintained the original and independent 
existence of two principles, one of Good or Light, the other 

ad voluptatum dolorumque puut^tmotilas oonoutitttr?.Qtucr 

quid ex; umverai ooiutitiitioiie patieudam eat xoagno suscipiatur animo. 
Ad hoe aaerameutum adooti sunsoa, ferre nnartalia neo pertarbaxi ils quae 
viiare tM>n eat npstoe poteataiaa. In regno nati anmns. Deo parere 
Hhtotaa eat.'* 

5 a qnaHfica^on of his system, whuh Shaffeshoiy possibly ad* 
initted, See pp« 115,^ 116. 
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of Evil or Darkness. Christian theology rMognizes^ an evil 
principle^ though a subordinate and created ohe> and^ in the 
last resort^ refers all evih including sin and deaths to the dii^^ 
obedii^nce of voluntary agents, who, by obedience to the 
Supreme 'Will, might have preserved to themselves and their 
posterity their primeval condition of unsullied happiness. So 
perpl^ed was J. S. Mill by this ever-recurring problem of 
the existence of evil, that he thinks the attribute of perfect 
Goodness in the Deity can only be saved at the expense of 
his Omnipotence. “The only admissible moral theory of 
Orearion,^^ he says, “ is that the Principle of Good cannot at 
once and altogether subdue the powers of evil, either physical 
or moral; could not place mankind in a world free from the 
necessity of an inceslant struggle with the maleficent powers, 
or make them always victorious in that struggle, but could 
and did make them capable of carrying «on the fight with 
vigour and with progressively increasing success.'' ^ What¬ 
ever may be the solution of these difficulties, and they are 
difficulties which will ^probably always continue to exercise 
the minds of reflecting men, the optimistic theory seems to 
me at least more reasonable than the now fashionable fbeory 
of pessimism. It is easier to believe, so it appears to me, 
tl&t, if we ^ould see the whole scheme of nature, we should 
recognize that all things^ are for the best, than that we are 
, Uving in a world, which, if it were only a little worse than 




it is, would cease to exist. Both Optimism and Pessii^sm, 
whuu nukedly stated, seein to practical men to wear an air of 
paraiiux, bi^t surely Pessimism is far the more paradoxic^ of 
.the riiro*j If:' . , ' , , 

, ItJt ingSiumiE^y letnarked by Hfll that, in the ThSodkie^ 
does not n^intain that this is the best of all irnagi^ 
1 ^1^ but of ^ posriblo worlds. The Deity, tihrirefore^ 
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is'regarded as limited by possibilities, certain combinations of 
events only being possible, and certain events in those com* 
binatiops excluding or implying the presence of others. Thus, 
for instance, freedom of choice in man implies liability to 
error and sin. He cannot be endowed with the privilege, 
without also being exposed to the danger. The Optimism of 
Leibnitz is, therefore, a limited and qualified Optimism. 
Shaftesbury's Optimism appears, at first sight, to be more 
thoroughgoing, but it may be questioned whether he did not 
regard the operations of God as limited by what he conceived 
as the co-existent and co-eternal principle of matter. At least, 
in the Moralists,^ the following curious and striking passage 
is put into the mouth of Philocles, |nd Theocles, by his 
silence, appears to acquiesce in the views there suggested 
I e:^ected to have heard from you, in customary form, 
of a First Cause, a First Being, and a Beginning of Motion: 
how clear the idea was of an immaterial substance: and 
how plainly it appeared that, at some time or other, Matter 
must have been created.' But as to all this you are silent. 
As for what is said of ' a material unthinking substance being 
never able to have produced an immaterial thinking one,' I 
readily grant it; but on the condition that this great maxim of 
^Nothing being ever made from Nothing' may hold as well 
on my side as my adversary's. And then, I suppose, that, 
whilst the world endures, he will be at a loss how to assign a 
beginning to Matter, or how to suggest a possibility of 
annihilating it. The spiritual men may, as long as they 
please, represent to us, in the most eloquent manner, '^that 
Matter, considered in a thousand difierent shapes, joined and 
diipoined, varied and modified to eternity, can never, of itself, 

• Ft n.. jSect 4. 

* ShafteBbaiy L here probably alluding to Xiocke’e demonetratloa (^the 
Bxitteaoe of a God, contuned in the Bk. IV., Ch. 10. 

1,2 ■ 
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aflbrd one single thought, nem occasion or give rise to any¬ 
thing like sense or knowledge ” Their argument wiU hold 
good against a Democritus, an Epicurus, or any of the elder 
or later Atomists. But it will be turned on them by an 
ezaminbg Academist. And, when the two substances are 
fairly set asunder, and considered apart as different kinds, 
^twill be as strong sense, and as good argument, to say as 
well of the immaterial kind: ' That do with it as you please, 
modify it a thousand ways, purify it, exalt it, sublime it, 
torture it ever so much, or rack it, as they say, with thinking; 
you will never bo able to produce or force the contrary sub¬ 
stance out of it/ The poor dregs of sorry matter can no 
more be made out of the simple pure substance of immaterial 
thought, than the high spirits of thought or reason can be 
extracted from the gross substance of heavy matter.« So let 
the Dc^matists make of this argument what they can/^ 

If this passage expresses sWtesbury’s own opinions, he 
probably, like Plato, regarded matter as the cause of evil or 
imperfection, the 4blind, unintelligent force, which even 
Supreme Wisdom must take into account in its designs for 
the good of the entire system of the Universe. Hence, the 
necessity for subtle combinations, in which the part must 
often be sacrificed to the whole, and the Universal Good can 
only be compassed at the expense of individual suffering, 
occasional dc^rmities, and particular blemishes. On this 
view of Shaftesbury’s theory, the world is not, to use Mill’s 
phrase> the best imaginable world, but the best world that 
existing circumstances admit of; the supreme goodness and 
wisdom of the Deity being displayed, not in the framing of 
an ideal scheme, but in the adaptation of given means to the 
best attainable end. 

V 

No description of Shaftesbury’s theological position would 
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be complete, unless it noticed his attitude towards Bevealed 
Beligion and the doctrines and clergy of the Established 

•Church. As to Eevelation, notwithstanding the tone of mock 
deference with which, in common with ^ so many other 
sceptical writers of the eighteenth century, he professes his 
entire submission to " the Opinions by Law established,” it 
is tolerably plain that he does not regard the Church or the 
Bible as haring communicated to mankind any moral or 
spiritual truths which were not attainable by the natural 
exercise of the human reason. He believed steadfastly, and 
even enthusiastically, in all those doctrines which Divines 
assign to i^e province of Natural ‘Beligion,—in One God, in 
the moral government of the Univ^se, in a futum state of 
rewards and punishments,—^but the distinctive doctrines of 
Christianity were alien alike to his optimistic modes of 
thought and to the intensely classical spirit which he had 
imbibed from his assiduous study of ancient authors. He 
professes, indeed, that “through a profound respect and 
religious veneration he has forborne so much as to name any 
of the sacied and solemn mysteries of Bevelation,”^ but his 
reticence, which is not always strictly maintained, is of the 
kind which betokens unbelief. His hostility or indifference 
to those theological dogmas which he did not regard as rest¬ 
ing on the evidence of natural reason is specially apparent in 
the first and last Treatises. The passage on the Jews in the 
Letter concerning Enthusiasm is alone sufficient to show how 
completely he had broken with the idea of specially revealed 
religious, A good instance of the covert manner in which 
he conducted his assaults against what he conceived to be the 
weak or immoral points in the prevalent religious creed of his 
day is fiirnished by the following passage, which is taken 
the same letter: We must not only be in ordinary 

. . , ' HiseeHsuecus Befleeiionff, Misc. V., Ch. 8. 





good humour, but in the best of humours, and in the sweetest, 
kindest disposition of our lives, to understand well what true 
goodness is, and what those attributes imply which wd 
ascribe with such applause and honour to the Deity. We 
shall then be able to see best, whether those forms of justice, 
those degrees of punishment, that temper of resentment, and 
those measures of offence and indignation, which we vulgarly 
suppose in God, are suitable to those original ideas of Good¬ 
ness, which the same Divine Being, or Nature under him, 
has implanted in us, and which we must necessarily presup¬ 
pose, in order to give him praise or honour of any kind.'' * 

In opposition to the almost unanimous assumption of pro¬ 
fessed theologians, Shaftesbury maintained that entire free¬ 
dom of speculation, and, in consequence, of opinion, extend¬ 
ing even to the question of His own existence, cannot be 
displeasing to a Being, one of whose attributes is perfect 
benevolence. “It is impossible that any besides an ill- 
natured man can wish against the Being of a God; for this 
is wishing against the public, and even against one's private 
good too, if rightly linderstood. But, if a man has not any 
such ill-will to stide his belief, he must have surely an un- 
happy opinion of God, and believe him not so good by far as' 


he knows himself to be, if be imagines that an impartial use 
pf his reason, in any matter of speculation whatsoever, can 
make him run any risk hereafter; and that a mean denial of 
nis reason, and an affectation of belief in any point too hard 
; for hm understanding, can entitle him to any favour in another 


world. This is being sycophants in religion, mere parasites 

of devotio|iv.. 'Tis the most beggarly refhge 

''eried up, and ftands as a 
maxim with many able men: Hat they should shnve 
;b haire faith,^and belike to the utmost; because if, after 

' listtw eoacwning ^thnsiMm, Ssist. 4 
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there be nathmg in the matter^ there will be no harm in 
being thns deceived^ but if there be anything^ it will be fatal 
for them not to have believed to the fuU/^ But they are so 
far mistaken that^ whilst they have this thought, ^tis certain 
they can never believe either to>their own satisfaction and hap¬ 
piness in this worlds or with any advantage of recommendation 
to another. For^ besides that our reason^ which knows the 
cheat, will never rest satisfied on such a bottom, but turn us 
often adrift and toss us in a sea of doubt and perplexity, we 
cannot but actually grow worse in our religion, and entertain 
a worse opinion still of a Supreme Deity, whilst our belief is 
founded on so injurious a thought of Him/* • 

But, though every man who has the leisure and oppor¬ 
tunity should be free to form his own opinions on religion 
as on all other subjects, there should be an authorized eccle¬ 
siastical body to supply a common doctrine and worship for- 
the people at large. "As a notable ^author of our nation^ 
expresses it, ^tis necessary a people should have a public 

’ Letter concerning Enthusiasm, Sect. 4. 

^ Shaftesbury cites James Harrington, author of the Oceana. Tho 
particulai^ passage he alludes to is to be found in The Art of Law^ivinff 
Bk. Ill.', oh. 2. The chapter b^ins with the following sentences: 
** There is nothing more certain or demonstrable to common sense than 
that the fiir greater part of mankind, in matters of religion, give them¬ 
selves np to the public leading. Now a National Beligion, rightly 
established, or not coercive, is not any public driving, but only tbe public 
leading. If tbe Public in this case may not lead such as desire to be led 
by the Public, and yet a party may lead such as desire to be led by a 
par^, whsre would be the Liberty of Oousoience as to tbe State ? " lu the 
** PreHininarys to the Oceana, he says: As a Govemmeut pretending 
to Liberty, and yet suppressing Liberty of Conscience, must be a contra¬ 
diction; SQ a man that^ 2 ^evkding for the liberty of private oonsdence, 
refhses. liberty to the national consdenoe mr^t be absurd. A Common^ 
wealth is nothing else but the national coiiseience. And, if the convictacm 
of k man's private oonsdence produces hie private xeli^on, the ecmvIotioB 
of the nati^al consdenoe must produce a national religion,** 
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leading in religion* For to deny the magistrate a worship, 
or take away a Kational Churchy is as mere enthusiasm as 
the notion which sets up persecution* For why should there 
not be public walks as well as private gardens ? Why not 
public libraries as well as private education and home- 
tutors ? ” * Moreover, though no one should be compelled, 
against his will, to conform to the prescribed worship of the 
Church established by law, Shaftesbury evidently thinks that 
it is the better course on the part of the philosopher, if not 
of all good citizens, to do so, " Every one knows that by 
Heresy is understood a stubbornness in the will, not a defect 
merely in the understanding. On this account ^tis impos¬ 
sible that an honest and good-humoured man should be a 
schismatic or heretic, and afTeci to separate from his national 
worship on slight reason, or without severe provocation.” ® 
As we have seen in the First Chapter,^ he was himself 
regular in his attendance at Church and habitually received 
the Holy Communion. In pursuing this course of conduct, 
1 do not think that he was simply acting for the sake of 
setting an example to his tenants and dependents, much less 
that he was playing the hypocrite. He was, as I have said 
elsewhere, a man of a deeply religious temperament, and, 
though his own religious feelings were satisfied by the doc¬ 
trines of Natural Beligion and ho had evidently no belief 
in the miraculous aspects of Christianity, he probably thought 
that a system of practices and dogmas, appealing directly to 
the senses and imagination, was necessary to the spiritual sus- 
temince of the great mass of mankind, while to the philosopher 
these same dogmas and practices, philosophically interpreted, 
might have a moral and even a religious value. At least, 

* Letter oonceraing SnthasUum, Sect 2. 

* IfueehaneoaB Befleotione, Miec. 2, Ch» $ 

^ Seep.86. 
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this is what I would hazard as tiie most probable explanation 
of Shaftesbury’s somewhat enigmatical frame of mind. 

The great blot on Shaftesbury’s treatment of religious 
questions is the tone of banter which he so often assumes. 
Sometimes this banter approaches grimace^ and not infre* 
quently reminds us of Voltaire. Thus^ speaking of Eevela- 
tion, he says: If I mistake not our author’s meaning, he 
professes to believe, as far as is possible for any one who him¬ 
self had experienced any divine communication, whether 
by dream, vision, apparitidb, or other supernatural operation; 
nor was ever present as eye-witness of any sign, prodigy, or 
miracle whatsoever.”* Of course, what he means is that 
nothing short of personal experience affords sufficient evidence 
of a supernatural occurrence. But why not make this asser¬ 
tion outright, instead of insinuating it under the cover of an 
ironical remark? When, speaking of himself in the same 
passage, he goes on to say that for what is recorded of ages 
heretofore, the author seems to resign his judgment, with 
entire Condescension, to his superiors,” and that “ on all occa¬ 
sions he submits most willingly, and with full confidence and 
trust, to the opinions by law established,” his irony appears 
to be carried to the verge of mendacity. That he did not 
believe in what is ordinarily, though it may be inaccurately, 
called the supernatural as distinguished from the natural 
government of God, is plain to any one who can read between 
the lines. But, as if to leave no doubt on the subject, in the 
lidoralists, Shaftesbury puts in the mouth of one of his 
characters, who is defending modern miracles, the folbwing 
argument, to which ncj. reply is attempted; " The attestation 
of men dead and g^ne, in behalf of miracles past and at an 
end, never surely be of equal force with miracles present. 
If there were no miracles now-a-days, the world would .be 

* HisoidlaiieoiM Befieotioas, Miso. 
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apt to think thera never were any. The preset must answer 
for the eredibiiity of the past/' * Bat that he regards the 

A • 

* 13x6 Moralists^ Part IX.. Sect. 6. Shafteebuiy U andoabtedlj right 
in m^ntoining, in this section, that miracles afford no logical proof of the 
exist^oe of God. understanding bj God one Supreme Being, all-powerful, 
alhwise, and all good. We must already belieye in the existence of God, 
before #e can determine whether any alleged miracle proceeds from Him 
or not. Mr. Mill has stated this argument extremely well in his jDoyfo, 
Bk. ill.. Oh. 25. extending it so as to apply to the evidence, derived 
from miracles, for the reality of superaatural agencies gei^|(Ndly. He 
maintains that. if we do not already believe in supemataral agencies, no 
miracle can prove to ns their existence." The reahty of the sttpwnatural 
agency . must have been previously accepted on other grounds. The ^ 
mirads can only reveal to us its wUl. Though Shafbeshuiy’s argument 
has not so wide an application, it is stated with remarkable force. 

** What though umtunerable miracles from every part assailed the sense, 
and gave the trembling soul no respite P What though the sky should 
suddenly open, and all kinds of prodigies appear, voices be heard, or 
characters readP What would this evince'more than *That there were 
certain Powers could do all this 'P But * what Powers; whether one or 
more; whether snperior or subaltern; mortal or immortal; wise or 
foolish; just or uigust; good or bad': this would still remain a mysteiy; ' 
as would the true intentiou. the infollibility or certainty of whatever these 
Powers asserted. Their word could not be taken in their own case. 
They might silence men indeed, but not convince them: since Power can 
never serve as proof for Goodness; and Goodness is the only pledge of 
Truth. By Goodness abne Trust is created. By Goodness superior 

powers may win belief..To whom, therefore, the laws of 

this Universe and its government appear just and uniform: tb him they 
isypeak the government of one Just One; to him they reveal and witness a 
I laying in him the foundation of this forst jfaith, they fit; him 
for a subsequent one." Moralists. Ft. II.. Sect. 5. l^is order of proof 
aqgteet with ihat ailopted by the early Christiaa Apologists, who did not 
uidfioe maucl^ ussuch, but miracles evinciug beneficence, to ]^ve the 
haterv^tfon; lor evil apirits also w^ regmfded as capable of 
woud^ a^ hence the moral eharuc^ of a mixude was a nfosi 
JUipUi^ ha determining the souiue from which it issued. But 

eoDddena^ii^ imply that the belief in a God must already exist, 
before ii^r tl^t any purdcular niirade proceeds from Him. * 
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belief in modem miracles as sheer fanaticism, he nowhere 
conceals. 

Shaftesbury was perfectly sincere in expressing himself in 
fsvour of the maintenance of a Church Establishment j nor 
would he probably have cared to bring about any serious 
alterations in the articles and formularies of the English 
Church as settled at the Beforitnation. The moderate and 
tolerant party amongst the Anglican Clergy, the Broad 
Church P;Wty, as we should^now call them, seem to have fairly 
satisfied ms ideal of religious teachers. The religion which 
they taught was not indeed the sublimated or attenuated 
religion which corresponded with his own convictions, but it 
had the advantage of laying hold of the feelings of the 
masses, while it lent support to the civil order and did not 
unduly interfere with liberty of speculation. In early life, he 
edited Dr. Whichcote*s Sermons ; of Bishop Burnet, who was 
the Bishop of his own diocese, he always speaks with esteem 
and even admiration ; and, in one of his letters to Michael 
^Ainsworth,^ he praises the bishops, and dignified church¬ 
men" generally, of his own time, as ^^the most worthily iind 
justly dignified of any in any age." But to the high church¬ 
men—the preachers of passive obedience, the claimants of 
sacerdotal powers, and the advocates of a poli%r of relentless 
persecution towards dissenters—^he seems to have been 
actuated by a feeling of the deepest animosity. With them, 
their mode of life, their course of action, and their ways of 
thinking, he neither had, nor could pretend to have, any 
empathy. In the letter from which I have just quoted, 
speaking of the bishops and dignified clergy, he says: They 
are for toleration, inviolable toleration (as our Qu^n nobly and 
Christiahlj said it, in hera year or two since); and 
this is itself intolerable with our high gentlemen, who 

’ het<m to a Touog Sfan at the Unirernty, Letier L 
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despise the gentleness of tKeir lord and master^ and the sweet 
mild government of our Queen^ preferring rather that 
abominable blasphemous representation of church power^ 
attended with the worst of temporal governments, as we see 
it in perfection of each kind in France.'^ In a subsequent 
letter (Letter IX), he warns his prot^^ that all the pre¬ 
eminence, wealth, or pension,^' which he may receive* or ex¬ 
pect to receive, by help of the clerical character, ‘'is from 
the public, whence both the authority and the profit is 
derived, and on which it legally depends ; all other pretensions 
of priests being Jewish and Heathenish, and in our state 
seditious, disloyal, and factious/' In another letter to 
Ainsworth, dated Eeigate, 11th May, 1711 , part of which is 
wrongly incorporated in Letter X. of the printed collection,* 
he complains that " this is the worst time for insolence, riot, 
pride, and presumption of clergymen, that I ever knew, or 
have read of ; though I have searched far into the characters 
of high churchmen from the first centuries, in which they 
grew to be dignified with crowns and purple, to the late^ 
tinfes of our reformation and to our present age.” Tlie 
Characiensths abound in passages attackjpg, either obliquely 
or directly, the intolerance and sacerdotal pretensions of the 
high*ohurch se^ion of the English clergy. In the Miscel¬ 
laneous Kefiections, there is an elaborate passage ^ in which 
he traces the growth of dogma and the spirit of persecution 
in the Christian Church, till at last it culminated in the 
establishment of the Bomish hierarchy. In the spirit and 
almost in the very words of modem controversy he takes 
occadon to remark how much more imposing, and even 
tolerable, are the claims of the Bomish Church than those oi 
its imitators in other corpimnnions: In reality, ike exercise 


* Bae p. 43 k 


* HUe. 2 * Oh. B. 
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of power^ however arbitrary or despotic, seems less intolerable 
under such a spiritual sovereignty, so extensive, ancient, and 
of such a long succession, than under the petty tyrannies and 
mimical polities of some new pretenders. The former may 
even persecute with a tolerable grace. The latter, who would 
willingly derive their authority from the former, and graft on 
their successive right, must necessarily make a very awkward 
figure. And whilst they strive to give themselves the same 
air of independency on the "civil magistrate, whilst they affect 
the same authority in government, tlie same grandeur, 
magnificence, and pomp in worship, they raise the highest 
ridicule in the eyes of those who have real discernment and 
can distinguish originals from copies : 

* 0 imitatores, serrum pecas! *" 


There remains one other subject connected with Shaftes- 
bury^s literary activity, to the exposition of which, however, 
it is not necessary that I should devote much space. This is 
his theory of beauty and art. We have seen that, even in 
his treatment of morals, the idea of moral beauty, the Greek 
conception of a harmony or proportion in characters or 
actions, is always uppermost in his mind. Goodness, Beauty, 
and Truth, indeed, he regards as all one. ** What is beauri* 
ful is harmonious and proportionable; what is harmonious 
and proportionable is true; and what is at once both beautiful 
and true is, of consequence, agreeable and good.^^ * Truth is 
a word appropriate to propositions, goodness to actions and 
characters, and beauty to external objects, whether of nature 
or art, and it is much more convenient that these words 
should be conBned within their proper provinces than that 


* MisoellttiKOas B«flectloDS, Hisc. 8, Ch. 8. 
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they ehould be used interchangeably. As^ howeverj^ have 
already discussed this question in reference to the words 
Goodness and Beauty^ I need not dwell on it any further. 
The same tendency or desire to assimilate the conceptions, of 
morals to those of art is shown in the frequent comparison 
of the moralist or philosopher with the virtuoso, a word then 
in common use to designate what we should now coll an 
amateur. 

This analogy, or, as it might almost be styled, identifica¬ 
tion, pervades Shafteshury^s entire system, and his theory of 
JSthics, consequently, easily admits of being translated into a 
theory of eesthetics. Beauty and Morality are conceived of 
as inherent properties, the one of external objects, the other 
of actions and characters. Moreover, they are both appre¬ 
hended under the same conditions, and after the same manner. 
Lastly, Morality is only Beauty in one of its higher stages. 
It may be worth while briefly to explain and illustrate these 
several points.^ 

To begin with the first Beauty is a quality of objects, as 
Morality is a quality of characters, dispositions, and actions. 
'*Tl)e case is the same in the.mental or moral subjects, as in 
the ordinary bodies or common subjects of sense. The shapes, 
motions, colours, and proportions of these latter being 
presented to our eye, there necessarily arises a beauty or 
deformity, according to the different measure, arrangement, 
and disposition of their several parta So in behaviour and 
actions, when presented to oui^ understanding, there must be 
fbond, of necessity, an apparent difference, according to the 
regularity or irregularity of the subjects.^^ * In the Moralists,* 
be tries to state the question with regard to the beauty of 
external objects in the simplest possible termsi, by confining 


‘ Iiupdiy ocnosraing Virtue, Book 1., Ti 2, Sect 8. 
Pt nu Sect. 2. 
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himself to the case of fig^ures. “ ^is enough,” says Theocles, 

if we consider the simplest of figures; as either a round 
boll, a cube, or die. Why is even an infant pleased with the 
first view of these proportions ? Why is the sphere or globe, 
the cylinder and obelisk preferred; and the irregular figures, 
in respect of these, rejected and despised ? ” I am ready,” 
replies Philocles, ** to own there is in certain figuies a natural 
beauty, which the eye finds as soon as the object is presented, 
to it.” The ultimate foundation of beauty, then, as of 
morality, is found in the principles of harmony and propor¬ 
tion, whether of the parts in relation to each other, or of 
the whole in relation to other wholes. In the case of 
morality, it may be urged, the idea of harmo|^y and propon- 
^ion is better replaced by that of Goodness, or tendency to 
promote the general welfare. And, as applied to Beauty, the 
analysis is, undoubtedly, very imperfect. It omi1| to take 
into consideration the large extent which our ideas of 
beauty depend on association with other ideas and emotions, 
tind how much of our own thoughts and moods and feelings 
we have usually imported into a landscape or a face or a work 
of art, before our sesthetic judgments on it are definitely 
formed. 

Shaftesbury does not, like Hutcheson, distinguish between a 
sense of Beauty and a Mpral Sense. These are both, with him, 
one and the same sense, applied to different objects. We have a 
eenie of harmony and proportion, which, as it is con-natural, 
may be called an instinct. As applied to external objects, it 
is the sense of beauty; as applied to human actions, characters, 
and dispomtions, it is the moral sense; and, lastly, when 
appl^ to the contemplation of the universal fiame of things, 
mid the moral government of the world, it becomes a religious 
tense, by which we apprehend the Supreme Beauty* In its 
ori^n, this sense is an instinct, but it admits, in ail its app)i- 
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cations^ of indefinite cultivation and improvement^ and this 
is the work which ought to form the main occupation of our 
lives. 

The three orders of Beauty are set forth in a passage in 
the MoralistSj^ which is so characteristic of Shaftesbury’s 
point of view, that, notwithstanding the length of the 
extract, I think it well to lay the greater part of it before 
4 ihe reader. 

'‘Do you not see then, replied Thcocles, that you have 
established three degrees or orders of Beauty ? As 
how? 

" Why first, the dead forms, as you properly have called 
them, which hear a fashion, and are formed, whether by man 
or nature; but have no forming power, no action, or intelli¬ 
gence. Eight. 

"Noxt«and as the second kind, the Forms which form ; that 
is, which have intelligence, action, and operation. Eight 
still. 

"Here therefore^is double beauty. For here is both the 
Form (the eifeot of Mind) and Mind itself. The first kind 
[is] low* and despicable in respect of this other; from whence 
the dead form receives its lustre and force of beauty. For 
what is a mere body, though a human one, and ever so 
exactly fashioned, if inward form bo wanting, and the mind be 
monstrous or imperfect, as in an idiot or savage ? This 

too 1 can apprehend, said I; but where is the third 
order? 

" Have patience, replied he, and see first whether you have 
discovered the whole fi>rce of this second Beauty? How 
else should you understand the force of love, or have the 
power of enjoyment? Tell me, I beseech you, when first 
you named these the Forming Forms, did you think of no 

^ Moralishi, Part IIX, Scot. 2. 
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other productions of theirs besides the dead kinds, such as 
the palaces, the coins, the brazen or the marble hgures of 
men ? Or did you think of something nearer life ? 

I could easily, said I, have added that these forms of ours 
had a virtue of producing other living forms, like themselves. 
But this virtue df theirs I thought was from another form 
above them, and could not properly be called their virtue or 
art; if in reality ‘there was a superior art, or something 
artist-like, which guided their hand, and made tools of them 
in this specious work. 

^‘Happily thought, said he ! You have prevented a censure 
which I hardly imagined you could escape. And here you 
have unawares discovered that third order of Beauty, which 
forms not only such as we call mere forms, but even the 
Forms which form. For we ourselves are notable architects 
in matter, and can show lifeless bodies brought ipto form, 
and fashioned by our own hands: but that which fashions 
even minds themselves contains in itself all the beauties 
fashioned by those minds; and is consequently the principle, 
source, and fountain of all Beauty. It seems so. 

** Therefore, whatever beauty appears in our ^cond order of 
forms, or whatever is derived or produced from thence, all 
this is eminently, principally, and originally in this last order 
of Supreme and Sovereign Beauty. True^ 

, ** Thus Architecture, Music, and all which is of human 
invention, resolves itself into this last order. Bight, 

said I: and thus all the enthusiasms of other kinds resolve 
themselves info ours.^^ 

, However open to criticism these statements may be, it 
must at, least be acknowledged that the conception of tin 
ascending scale of beauty, rising from the simplest objects 
pf natuire, through man^ liia works and imtions, up to the 
uidvertol fb,me of things and its Ci'eatpr, and of a sp^ial 
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ot^&n in roan^ oapable, by deirelopment and cultivation^ of 
apprdbcnding these successive stages^ is one of peculiar 
gtandeur and sublimity, as worthy of a poet as of a philo¬ 
sopher. The leader, who is acquainted with the works of 
Hato, will not fail to recognize the thoroughly Platonic spirit 
vdiieh animates Shaftesbury^s speculations on these and 
kindred topics. But the disciple, though the master^s mantle 
is upon him, never fails to retain a marked individuality of 
his own. 


In addition to the many observations on art and beauty 
which lie scattered up and down his religious and ethical 
treatises, Shaftesbury wrote two small pieces having express 
xefemnce to the Fine Arts. These are the Notion of the 
historical draught or tablature of the Judgment of Hercules ** 
and the ^'Letter concerning Design," both of which have 
been already noticed in the second chapter. The first piece 
offers suggestions fora painting of the Judgment of Hercul^, 
and contains soipe very just remarks on the requisite of 
historical painting in general. Thus, he lays down the rules 
that in painting of this kind there must be unity of designi 
that is to say, the tablature most be a single piece, compre¬ 
hended in one view, and formed according to one single in- 
telli^nce, meaning, or design," constituting a real whole 
by • afcW Md neoeswry Telation of its ports, the nme as 
pf tl^, members in a natural body;" that there ^ 
itk^y! of time and action, which he calls the rule of con- 
that is to say, that ** such passages or events " only 
W to be'm in view, "as have actually subsiiM^ed, or, aocord- 
to might well subsist or happen together, in one 

the samp instat;^^ that the subsidiary parts of the 

or architecture, ^uld not divert 
fte eye ;fi:om action Which is the principal design; that 
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nothing^ of the emblomatical or enigioatic kind be visibly 
and directly intermixed/^ as tending* to interfere with the 
ni^ttral simplicity and grace of the pieoe^ These and similar 
rules have for their object the maintenance of verisimilitude 
and congruity, and are intended, it mui^t be recollected, for 
application to historical or mythological pieces, such as exer« 
cised the skill of the later* Italian painters, rather than to 
devotional pieces, such as expressed the faith, or love, or awe 
,of the earlier artists. Th*e ti*eatise concludes with some 
remarks inculcating the complete subordination of the colour¬ 
ing to the drawing and composition in a picture, to which, 
probably, few art-critics in our own time would subscribe. 
"The pleasure” arising from colours "is plainly foreign 
and separate; as having no concern or share in the proper 
delight or entertainment which naturally arises from the 
subject and workmanship itself. For the subject, in respect 
of pleasure as well os science, is absolutely completed, when 
the design is executed, and the proposed imitation once ac¬ 
complished. And thus it always is the best, when the colours 
are most subdued and made subservient.^' This criticism «n 1 y 
too well accords with the sombre colouring and consequent 
heaviness of effect which unfavourably distinguish so much 
of the later Italian art. 

That Shaftesbury did not realize the extent to which 
Italian art had declined in the hands of the later painters is 
^own by bis mentioning the name of Carlo Maratti, at the 
end of his Letter concerning Design, as one of the painters 
by whom he would have wished the picture of the Judgment 
of Hercules to be executed. 

t have already noticed^ some of the more characteristic 
eo 3 itents of the letter concerning Design, namely the pre** 

dii^ion tlmt a national school of art would soon arise in 

1 \ ,' 
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Eogland, the depreciation o£ GetHe architecture^ and the 
attack on Sir Christo|^r Wren. I may add that the term 
Gotiiic is invariably used by ShafteBbury as a tena nt 
reptoach, and that he always assumes, as a proposition hc^ 
likely to be disputiSj that Gothic art is contrary to all sound 
principles of taste. Thus, in one of the passages in the 
CAarac^ristm ^ where he is drawing a parallel between Art 
and Virtue, and mointahiing that both are founded in nature, 
he says: "For Harmony is Harmony by nature, let men 
judge ever so ridiculously of music. So is Symmetry and 
Proportion founded still in nature, let men^s fancy prove ever 
so barbarous, or their fashions ever so Gothic in their archi¬ 
tecture, sculpture, or whatever other designing art.^^ That 
these narrow canons of criticism, as applied to sculpture and 
architecture, were all but universal in Shaftesbury's time and 
for about a century afterwards, and that they were followed 
by a reaction almost as complete, as exclusive, and as un¬ 
reasoning, which has lasted into our own days, 1 need hardly 
remark. There is ona other point in the Letter concerning 
Design which 1 oug^ht not to pass over in silence. This is 
the contention that a flourishing condition of the arts depends 
not so much on the patronage of courts and private persons 


as on the taste and genius of the people at large, and that a 
people that has learnt to exercise its judgment on 

juf^ltical ihatters is best qualifled to pronounce an apibipn ^on 
questi^ms of art. "'Tis not the nature of a (such as 
courts ^nerally are) to improve, but rather &>rrupt a taste* 
And what is in the beginning set wroi^ by their example, is 


hardly iCrmr Afterwards recoverable in the genius of a naiion;^^ 
Witiiout A pttbHo voice, knowingly guided and directe 4 
; is noiybmg which can raise a true ambition in tiie artiste 
Aothing j^^ can fsotalt the genius df the werkmaHi or make 

'■'■■'V, \ ';>/; Adwoe tO'iua AufAcri'^'lIJ., Siec|;'3.' ■" ' V' 
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him emulous of ftfter-feme^ and of the approbation of his 
country and of posterity. • • , Eveiything co- 

operat^» in a free state^ towards the improvement of art and 
science. And for the desigrning arts in particular, such as 
architecture, painting, and statuary, they are in a manner 
linked together. The taste of one kind brings necessarily 
that of the others along with it. When the free spirit of a 
nation turns itself this way, judgments are formed; . critics 
arise; the public eye and ear improve; a right taste prevails, 
1 ^ and in a manner forces its way. Nothing is so improving, 
nothing so natural, so congenial to the liberal arts, as that 
reigning liberty and high spirit of a people, which, from the 
habit of judging in the highest matters for themselves, makes 
them freely judge of other subjects, and enter thoroughly into 
the characters as well of men and manners, as of the products 
or works of men in art and science." The progress of the 
arts is affected by many other causes, such as climate and 
physical geography, wealth, leisure, the peculiar temperament 
of a people, the {esthetic or untesthetic character of its 
religious beliefs, but I cannot doubt that Shaftesbury is right 
in connecting it, as a general rule, with freedom of thought 
and of political institutions. The habit of unrestrained dis¬ 
cussion on one class of subjects begets a similar habit of dis¬ 
cussion on others, and hence one indispensable condition of 
attaining any high excellence in art is satisfied, namely, free 
criticism. Ihe mental activity too> which is displayed in 
politics and BpeoulatioD, has a tendency to multiply itself and 
flow over into other channels; and, thus, a fiourishing state 
of art and literatnre usually, though not invariably, accom- 
panies h wide-spread interest in philosophy and politics, v If 
we turn from these h ptioti considerations to an examinatimi 
of facts, we shall find that onr anticipations are verified in 
at least the two most notable instances of the outburst of 
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artifltio genias which the world has known-—the age of Perides 
at Athens and the ora of the Henaissance in the Italian 
Hejiublics. To discuss the cases of real or seeming exceptions^ 
where art has ilourished or appeared to floarish in periods of 
speculative and political torpor^ or where in periods of specu¬ 
lative and political activity art has not^ or^ at leasts appears 
not to have flourished^ would compel me to digress far too 
widely from the subject immediately before me. It may be 
enough to recall what 1 have already said, that the causes of 
which Shaftesbury is speaking, though Very powerful, are 
only some amongst the many causes which may promote the 
development of art, and hence that the effect may be produced 
in a certain measure even though they are absent, and that, 
when they are present, they may be counteracted, in whole 
or in part, by adverse influences of other kinds. It may be 
added that, on a superficial view of a period of history, we 
are often apt to suppose quiescence when, on a closer view, we 
should find that there are many and important activities at 
work. Specially is this the case with regard to the period of 
modern history wliioh we call the Middle Ages, or at least 
the later part of it. The magnificent churches, which were 
then spread over the face of Europe, were indeed reared in 
ages of faith, but not, by any means, in ages of political or 
even intellectual stagnation. 

Shaftesbury's enthusiastic and passionate love of the 
beauties of nature is constantly exemplified throughout his 
works, but it appears, as might be expected, most prominently 
in the prose hymn to Nature and God, which is put into 
the mouth of Theocles in the Moralists. There is, it must 
be owned, a certain stiffness and affectation of style about 
this production, but X entertain no doubt that it expresses 
the genuine sentiments of its author. 



CHAPTER V. 

♦ 

EBCEPTION AND INPt.UBNCE OP SHAPTESBITHY’s WETTINGS. 

I- 

In attempting to give’ an account of the reception of 
Shaftesbury’s writings, I am at once met with the difficulty, 
that, whereas it would be desirable to treat the reception of 
his views on ethics separately from that of his views on 
religion^ it is impossible to do so, without having recourse to 
an inconvenient amount of repetition. For the positions that 
moral distinctions have an independent basis, not being founded 
merely on the positive commands of God> and that we ought 
to follow virtue for its own sake/ because of its inherent 
beauty, and not from the hope' of future reward or the fear 
of future punishment, are at once ethical and theological 
Hence, there being so much common ground, 1 shall not 
attempt any division according to subject^,- but shall consider 
each criticism or notice of hie writings as a whole, and, in 
trying to arrange these criticisms and noti^ shall, for the 
most part, follow the chronological order. 

The Letter concerning Enthusiasm was rapidly followed by 
three replies. These were entitled: Remarks upon a Letter 
by a Lord concerning Enthusiasm, not written in railleiy bn! 
good humour; ” ** Bart’lemy Fair, or an Enquiry after Wit, 
by Mr. Wotton /’ * and ** Ejections upon a Letter coneeming 

^ This was probably Br. William WotlOn, a yolnminoua author, who, in 
early IHb, waa oelebratod as a youthful prodigy. He was entered; la 1^0, 
at Oathenne Hall, Cambridge, by tbe Haster, Dr. John Eachard, as ** 0u« 
Uelftiua Wottonusin&a d.eeem anuoaueoHammondo neo Oroilosaettudus.*’ 
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The first and last were published anonymously, 
but the last is attributed to Dr. Edward Fowler, Bishop Of 
GloOoester. It could now be of no service to any one to 
disint^ these pamphlets. They undoubtedly make good two . 
points against Shaftesbury: first, that, in ridtculing the 

etjfhUsiasmof the French Prophets, he was glancing 
obliquely at supernatural pretensions in general, and thinking 
at least as much of the English clergy as of the Cevinol 
])easants; second, that his rule that Ridicule is the best test 
of Truth is often a most unsafe guide. These brochures 
betray much acerbity, and it is a sad proof of the unfairness 
of theological controversy, when we find a divine usually so 
moderate as Dr. Edward Fowler charging Shaftesbury with 
bUsphemy, because he attacks what he conceives to be certain 
unworthy conceptions of God. The argument as to what 
representations are and what are not worthy of the Divine 
Nature must, surely, be open to every theologfical disputant, 
or else there is no superstition, ^however gross, whose position 
would not be impregnable. 

. The Letter concerning Enthusiasm was quickly translated 
into French, and in 1709 was reviewed by Le Clerc in the 
BihliM^qne ChouU, The reviewer says that it must be read 
with attention, in order to avoid giving it a sense and an aim 
W^Moh it has not. He does not know the author, but, who- 
eiirer he may be, he is a man of wit aud intelligence 


wjbo is thoroughly master of his subject, and who 
[;|(rkt^ in English with much delicacy and vivacity. $!he 
l^^ing treatises Were reviewed as they appeared, the esti¬ 
mate form^ of them being invariably a favourable one.* To 
i tW priximpal; tr^tisei, the Inquiry Concerning "Virtue, ^ 

that it is as solid in its matter, as regular 

.To&aes'Id, II, 11. 'Iliese mvwm vem 
;;; !&i^8lated ^ in a small tract in 1711. 
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iti its method, and as well written as any piece on Morals 
that he has read. The author's general aim in Ihese treatises, 
he sums up, is, so far as I can comprehend, to establish 
Liberty and Yirtae, the two things the most precious and the 
most useful that men can possess; his design deserves at 
least, in this respect, to be applauded by all those who equally 
. hate Slavery and Vice, the two things most worthy of hatred, 
of which one has over heard speak amongst men. 

Shaftesbury sent a copy of the Charaelerktm to Leibnitz, 
who, in a letter to Grimarest, dated June 4 th, 1712 , expressed 
himself as highly delighted with them.’ Leibnitz had 
already seen and criticized the Letter concerning Enthusiasm, 
not being acquainted with its authorship. His praise of it 
is qualified, and he evidently regards Shaftesbury's principle 
of raillery as capable of dangerous applications* But, when 
the complete works were before him, he changed his tone. 
From a Lucian, he said, the author had become a Plato.^ By 
way of acknowledgment for the copy of the CkaracierMos, 
Leibnitz returned a paper of remarks, which reached Shaftes¬ 
bury at Naples in 1712, and is said to have given him great 
satisfaction.* This ‘'Judgment," though it took exception 
to Shaftesbury's advocacy of the unsparing use of ridicule and 
to his contempt for metaphysical speculations, was, on the 
whole, highly favourable. I have already quoted its encomium 

' * ^*Hylord Shaftesbuiy, Anglois, iBls du Comte de Shafboibaiy, autre* 
ibis grand Chaneelier d*Angleterr^ a publil dee ouvrages eur la Philo* 
aophie et la Morale, oh il y a < bteid des ohosee qui me oontenteut 
extrdmmaeut. 11 m'a envoyd see ouvrages,'* eto. Iieibmtil Opera, ISd, 
Bateus, Tom v., p. 67. 

• * Letbaitz to M. Bemond. Ed. Butens^ Tom v., p. 20. Becueil de 
Bee Mmxeaux, Tonbii., p. 191. 

* Prel^ by Bes Muzeauz to the Becueii, p. Ixxv* Tbs rematks. 
ihemselVes oc^ur in ibe Becneil, Tome ii., pp. 207*86. They Sire also 
contained In the fifth volume of Bntens* Bdition of the works of 
Leibsiii^ 
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on the Moralists. The Inquiry concerning Virtue it pro¬ 
nounces to be thoroughly systematic, and to contain well-estab¬ 
lished sentiments on Virtue and Happiness. It seems to me," 
says Uhute, that I could very easily reconcile them with 
my own^mguage and opinions; for, as I have explained in 
the Preface to my Code, Justice is, at bottom, nothing but 
love in unison wilh wisdom.'^ “ 

The CharactemUcs, for a book of that time, had a rapid 
circulation. In little more than twenty years, it passed through 
Uve editions. At first, the interest which it excited was 
mainly theological, but it was soon recognized that it had 
started important theories, which must henceforth be taken 
account of, in the science of Ethics. Bernard de Mandeville 
was the first moralist of any eminence who attacked Shaftes¬ 
bury's system. Mandeville, who is described by Sir James 
Miokintosb, not without justification, as " the buffoon and 
sophister of the ale-house," was the eighteenth-century re¬ 
presentative of Hobbes—much coarser, much less able, and 
vastly inferior as a writer, but still holding, generally, the 
same views as to the Ji^aseness and selfishness of human nature. 
In one of the Essays which are appended to tlie second edition 
of the FahU of ihe Beet (1723), entitled A Search into the 
Nature of Society,” Mandeville directly joins issue with 
Shaftesbury* The generality of Moralists and Philosophers 
have hitherto agreed that there could be no virtue without 
self-denial; but a late autlior, who is now much read by 
men of sense, is of a contiary opinion, and imagines that 
men, without any trouble or violence upon themselves, may be 
naturally virtuous. He seems to require and expects good- 

* " Jjs Ju«iio0 dans le fond A*oiit autre ehocie qu'une oluuitd oonfonne a 
'^la aatyeiHie." In the Prefkce to the Codex Juris Gentium IKplomaticns, 
Ijsilmits defines Justice as ** Caritaa sapientis, boo est sequens lapientim 
dicitata." 
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ness in his species, as we do a sweet taste in grapes and China 
oranges, of which, if any of them are soar, we boldly pro¬ 
nounce that they are not come to that perfection their notare 
is capable of. This noble writer fancies that, as maxyp made 
for society, so he ought to be born with a kind amtion to 
the whole, of which he is a part, and a propensity to seek the 
welfare of it. In pursuance of this supposition, he calls every 
action performed with regard to the public good, virtuous; 
and all selfishness, wholly excluding such a regard, vice. In 
respect to our species, he looks upon virtue and vice as perma* 
nent realities that must ever be the same in all countries and 
all ages, and imagines that a man of sound understanding, by 
following the rules of good sense, may not only find out 
that Pulchrum et JImesfum both in morality and the works 
of art and nature, but likewise govern himself by his reason 
with as much ease and readiness as a good rider manage! a 
well-taught horse by the bridle.'^ 

Allowing for a slight tone of exaggeration, this is not an 
unskilful representation of Shaftesbuiy's system. Mande- 
villo adds, with undoubted accuracy : Two systems cannot be 
more opposite than his Lordship's and mine " If Shaftes¬ 
bury takes too roseate a view of human nature, it would be im¬ 
possible to portray it in darker tints than those laid on by 
Handeville. But this author does not confine himself to feel¬ 
ings which are directly and obviously selfish, having for their 
object the mere gratification of material and selfish wants. 
He also largely em^doys, in the construction of his system, 
what may be called, according as we view them from 
different sides, the indirectly selfish, or semi-social feelings of 
Pride and Vanity, It is through these mainly that our 
desires are cnlarg^, and that society has attained its present 
vast proportions. What he altogether refuses to admit, as 
explanatory of any of the phenomena of human life, is any 
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original feeling of aympathy^ kindliness, or sociability. 

Man loves company, as he does everything else, for his own 
sake*'^ ** The sociableness of man arises only from these two 
thingdh**the multiplicity of his desires, and the continual 
opposition he meets with in his endeavours to gratify them.^^ 
** No societies oould have sprang from the amiable virtues and 
loving qualities of man, but, on the contrary, all of them 
must have had their origin from his wants, his imperfections, 
and the variety of his appetites.^' ''It would be utterly 
impossible, cither to raise any multitudes into a populous, 
rich, and flourishing nation, or, when so raised, to keep and 
maintain them in that condition, without the assistance of 
what we call evil, both natural and moral,” ^ Nor have the 
so-called virtues of the individual any higher or purer origin 
than the constitution of society. ^'The moral Virtues are 
th# political offspring which Flattery begat upon Pride.” 
And, in a spirit which we should now stigmatize as thoroughly 
unhistorical, we are told that these two were brought together 
by the skilful management of wary politicians,” in order 
that the ambitious might reap the more benefit from, and 
govern vast numbers of” thoir subjects ''with the greater 
ease and security.” ^ Of course, it is by a systematic and 
habitual hypocrisy that we conceal from one another the origin 
and true nature of our feelings, at once masking the senti- 
iSInts which we really entertain, and pretending to others 
which have no foundation in fact. " In all civil societies, 
noten are taught insensibly to be hypocrites fbom their cradle; 
nobody darea to own that he gets by public calamities, or even 
by the loss of private persons. The sexton would be stoned, 
ehould he wish openly for the death of the parishioners, though 
everybody knew that he had nothing else to live upon*” ’ 

^ A Ssareh into the Natnrs of Society. 

* Inqtiify into the Origin of Moral Yirtne. 

* A Seai^ into the Katnre of Society. 
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.Tliougph^ as I have already pointed out in preceding 
chapters, Shaftesbury's account of human nature, as well as 
his analysis of moral virtue, requires several qualidcations, 
in order to render it conformable with fac^, I thin£; that 
his exaggerations are far less remote from the truth than 
those of Mandeville. The feelings which attract and bind 
men to others seem to me, with Shaftesbury, to be as primary 
and as powerful as those which centre wholly in themselves. 
But, even granting that the social propensities, which now 
appear to us to bo instinctive, admit of being traced back to 
the most indisputably selBsh source, we are still far removed 
from the conclusions to which Mandeville would bring us. 
As Mr. Leslie Stephen remarks,' the fallacy which he commits 
is akin to that which occurs, when men argue that, if we arc 
descended from apes, we must be apes still. ''Mandeville 
assumes that, because our virtues took their rise in seldsh» or 
brutal forms, they are still brutality and selfishness in 
masquerade." The theory that the higher elements in human 
nature are successively formed out of the lower, but so trans- 
formed by the change that they put on an entirely new 
oharacter, was afterwards started by Hartley. According to 
him, our moral progress begins in mere self-seeking, but ends 
in the pursuit of virtue for virtue’s sake and in the dis¬ 
interested love of God and man. 

, hfandeville’s "Search into the Nature of Society” contains, 
after the controversial manner of that time, a personal attack 
upon Shaftesbury. A man that has been brought up in 
ease and affluence, if he is of a quiet indolent nature, learns 
to shun everything that is troublesome, and chooses to curb 
his passions, more because of the inconveniences Umt arise 
the eager pursuit after pleasure than any dislike bh has 
to sensed enjoyments." It is possible that such a person 

' Hutwf TioifgAi m the Osrsry, 0i. 9. 
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may hJhre a better opinion of bis inward state than it really 
deserves^ and belieye himself virtuous^ because bis passions lie 
Shaftesbury should have illustrated his principles 
of bishevolence ^d patriotismi not by living in retirement 
and ^ inactivity^ but by serving his country in the held or by 
attempting to retrieve its rained finances. 

Iq 1728^ Mandeville published a second part of the Fahh 
<lf ike Bees in the form of Dialogues. In these, Horatio is ^ 
supposed to be a disciple of Shaftesbury, while Cleomenes 
represents the opinions of Mandeville. Shaftesbury’s own 
weapon of banter is turned against him, and much fun is 
made out of the supposition of persons in low employments 
and humble positions in life being actuated solely by a regard 
to the public weal. Hie advantage that is justly expected 
from his writings can never be universally felt, before that 
public spirit, which he recommended, comes down to the 
meanest tradesmen, whom you would endeavour to exclude 
from the generous sentiments and noble principles that are 
already so visible in many.” Throughout this book, Mmide- 
ville ungenerously sittempts to bring odium on Shaftesbury 
by lepresenting him as the antagonist of revealed religion. 
His "design was to establish heathen virtue On the ruins of 
Christianity,” while Mandeville insinuates that, by insisting 
on the universal corruption of human nature and demon* 
"^strating the impossibility of virtue, he had himself earned 
the right to he regarded as a defender of the faith. How lar 
he v^as ingenuous in putting forth this claim, may be deter* 
Wined by any one who wUl take the trouble to look through 
a woW> which he published in 17^3, entitled Free TKoughUm 

and NaUdnal Mappiness* 

The trea^iseis contained in Mandeville’s fimt pai^ of the 
Ue Mee were answered m 17^4 by D# il^hard 
; a th^ Church of England, 
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to Robert Harley, Earl of Oxford. The title of Br. Fiddes' 
work is A General Treatke of Mq^ality formed upon the Prm- 
c^lea of Natural Beaeon only. In the Preface, he defends 
Shafbe«baiy against the attacks of Mandeville, and praises 
him for having asserted, in the strongest terms, the immutable 
distinction of Mora! Good and Evil, as well as for having, in 
, his Inquiry concerning Virtue, " employed some very pertinent 
and beautiful illustrations in proof of it/^ Fiddes guards 
himself against being supposed to approve of Shaflbesbury^s 
employment of Ridicule,"but thinks it "more surprising that 
a young nobleman should have published so many tracts, so 
generally read by men of sense, than that there should be 
so few errors found in them.^' His own ethical theory, while 
it places the moral faculty in the reason and not a sense, 
adopts Shaftesbury’s idea of an analogy between Beauty and 
Virtue, and makes the rule of action to consist in the imitation 
of that albperfect Being, who observes Order in all His works, 

' proposing to Himself the most wotthy ends and attaining 
them by the most regular and simple means. 

Hutcheson’s relation to Shaftesbury may at present be 
passed over, as his theories will form the special subject of 
the latter part of this volume. When his two first Essays 
were published in 17£5, it was stated on the title-page that 
^^the principles of the late Earl of Shaftesbury are explained 
and defended against the Author of the Fable of the Beee** In^ 
the Pre&oe, Hutcheson (who, it must be recollected, was an 
influential Presbyterian Minister, as well as a Professor of 
Philosophy), while regretting the tone which Shaftesbury had 
assumed towards Christianity, says '*it is a very needless 
attempt” to recommend his writings; for "they will be 
esteemed, while any refiection remains among men.” There 
are indeed those who " search into his writings,” simply for 
the sake of finding "insinuations against Christianity, that 
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they may bo the loss restrained from their debaucheries/^ but 
how would “ his mdignatiou have been moved ** against these 
men, whose “low minds arc incapable of relishing those noble 
sentiments of Virtue and Honour, which he has placed in so 
lovely a light.” 

Of Balguy*s Letter to a DeUt, published in 1726, T shall 
speak subsequently.* 

In 1729, there appeared a new edition of Butler's Sermons, 
with a Preface. This Preface contains a criticism of Shaftes¬ 
bury's theory of Virtue. Butler does himself credit by con¬ 
fining himself entirely <o philosophical issues. He acknow¬ 
ledges that Shaftesbury “has shown, beyond all contradiction, 
that virtue is naturally the interest or happiness, and vice the 
misery of such a creature as man, placed in the circumstances in 
which we arc in this world.” Further, “ he thought it a plain 
matter of fact, as it undoubtedly is, which none could deny 
but from mere affectation,” that mankind, upon reflection, 
feels an approbation of what is good and disapprobation of 
the contrary.” So far as he goes, then, Shaftesbury entirely 
^falls ill with Butler's conception of a sound moral theory. 
But there is one nfaterial point in which he is deficient. “The 
not taking into consideration the authority, which is implied 
in the idea of reflex approbation or disapprobation, seems a 
material deficiency or omission in Lord Shaftesbury's Inquiry 
* concerning Virtue.” Before examining this charge, it will 
bo necessary to state briefly what Butler himself understood 
by the authority which attaches to the idea of moral appro¬ 
bation. According to the scheme of human nature which ho 
usually, though not invariably, follows, man possesses, in 
addition to the several particular appetites, passions, and 
u affections, and to what may be called the general principles of 
benevolence and self-love, a certain directing or sovereign 

s Ssep. 159. 
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principle of Conscience or Befieetion^ which is '' in kind and 
in nature supreme over all others^ and which bears its own 
authorily of being so," Not only is it^ as a matter of fact, 
supreme, but its supremacy is attested in all its operations. 
''You cannot form a notion of this faculty, conscience, without 
taking in Judgment, direction, superintendency. This is a 
constituent part of the idea, that is, of the faculty itself; 
and to preside and govern, from the very economy and con¬ 
stitution of man, belongs to it. Had it strength, as it has 
right; had it power, as it has manifest authority, it would 
absolutely govern the world."® That this principle (which 
Butler apparently regards as having been, once for all, im¬ 
planted in us by God exactly in its present condition, and as 
being an equally trustworthy guide in all men) does invariably 
direct our conduct, is not asserted; otherwise, according to 
Butleris theory, we should always act rightly. What is 
meant, then, must be simply that, having once, on reflection 
(a process, it may be observed, which he does not sufficiently 
analyze), determined an act to be right or wrong, we cannot 
divest ourselves of the idea that we to perform or have 
performed it, to refrain or have refrained from it, as the 
maybe. However powerful the other parts of our 
and however much, as a matter of fact, one or more of them 
may predominate, there is no one of them which can %ver 
silence the still small voice of, approbation or reprobation 
which applauds or condemns our acts as morally good or evil. 
''Interest and pasrion" may " come in, and be too strong for 
reflection and conscience," but still reflectidn and conscience 
are idways present with us to bear witness against them, 
^ow it may at once be acknowledged that Shaftesbury seems 
to admit that a man may altogeth^ Ipse the moral seiufe,f 

** Sersaon H. 

' See Xaqmij coneeming Virtue, Bk. I., Ft. Sects. 1, S, 
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tbotj^h such a case would^ of course^ be cxtremelj exceptional, 
whereas Butler seems to maintain that the conseience can 
never be wholly silenced. Moreover, he insists much less 
emphatically than Butler on the absolute character of the 
moral faculty^ r^ardiuj> it, apparently, as capable of constant 
improvement or deterioration, thereby undoubtedly expressing 
himself in far closer conformity with facts. But, taking the 
case of a man whose moral constitution is in a normal con¬ 
dition, can we fairly say that the " Moral Sense ” of Shaftes¬ 
bury is less authoritative than the " Conscience ** of Butler ? 
Both have for their appropriate object the discrimination 
between right and wrong. Both not only issue directions 
with regard to future actions, but pronounce a judgment on 
actions already performed. And in the view of Shaftesbury, 
as well as of Butler, and this is the point to which 1 particu¬ 
larly wish to direct attention, no amount of pleasure is suffi¬ 
cient to compensate for the pains arising from an outra^jld 
Conscience. '' To want Conscience, or natural sense, of the 
odiousness of crime and injustice, is to be most of all miser¬ 
able in life: but, where Conscience or Sense of this sort remains, 

4 

th#e whatever is committed against it must of necessity, by 
means of Eeflectiou, be continually shameful, grievous, and 
offensive.”* In the "Conclusion” with which Shaftesbury 
sums up the Inquiry concerning Virtue, he states, as the 
results of his examination, that " To be wicked or vicious is 
to be miserable and unhappy ** That every vicious actiqn 
must be seff-injurious and illj” "That the state which is 
consequent to this defection of nature is of all others the most 
horrid, oppressive, and miserablefinally, " That Virtue is 
the Good and Vice the Ill of every-one.” Now, if all this 
be the oase^ and if any normally constituted man be fully 
conscions that it is so, it is difficult to see how the "Moral 

• Inquiry, Bk. IB, Pfc. % § 1. 
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Sense” could well carj^ with it more ^^autbority and obli;gfa- 
tion ” than it does. AH obligation and authority must nltiV 
mately repose upon some Banotion, but could the sanctions of 
a virtuous li& be stated in more emphatic language, or in 
language moVe likely to inEuence mankind^ than that in 
which Shafbesbuiy states them ? 

It is part of Butleris charge against Shaftesbury’s system 
that he acknowledges that an “ill judgme^ on the happiness 
of Virtue^' is “ without remedy."® The words quoted are not 
well chosen. Wlmt Shaftesbury means is that, if a man were 
entirely uninEuenced by the love or fear of God (he is speaking 
of an Atheist), and, moreover, experienced no pleasure from ' 
the conciousness of well-doing or remorse from the conscious¬ 
ness of evil-doing, any case, in which he thought it to his 
interest to act viciously, would be without remedy. But this 
is no more than to say that a man, who is entirely deaf to all 
ibli^ous and moral sanctions, will bp guided solely by a view 
to his own selfish and material interests-^surely, an obvious 
truism, supposing that the conditions can be satisfied. We 
have only to substitute the term “ conscience ” for the term 
“ moral sense," and ask what arguments we can address to a 
man in whom conscience and all religious emotion is stiEed, 
and Butler is plainly in the same difficulty as Shaftesbury. 
The fact is tliat moral considerations appeal only to men 
whose moral constitution is in a fairly normal condition. A 
man, who is lost, as we say, to a sense of,right and wrong 
(happHlj^ot a very common case), can only be kept straight 
by the prospect of reward or punishment, present or future. 
Sodety, the laws, religious hopes and terrors of the coarser 
hind, can alone supply the remedy which conscience and the 
higher religious sanctions have ceased to aEbrd. 

I think it probable that Butler would have refused to admit 

< Inquiry, Bk. I., Pt, 3, § 
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the p 08 sil>iUty of the case I have put—maa in whom the 
eonscieuoe has entirely ceased to assert itself^ jind here^ 
perhapsi we have the main difference between his conception 
of the moral faculty and that of Shaftesbury—that, whereas, 
according to Shaftesbury, the moral sense" may exist 
in different men in the most varying degrees, and may 
conedvably be extinguished altogether ; according to Butler, 
' the '' conscience is pretty nearly uniform in all men, 
and can never be wholly lost. But, even on the admission 
that there are a few rare and exceptional cases in which the 
conscience exists in only a very low degree (and to deny the 
occurrence of such cases is surely to ignore obvious facts 
of human nature), it appears to me that the difficulty, for 
'«|rhich Shaftesbury can find no remedy, is one which Butler's 
system is equally unable to meet. 

The next criticism of Shaftesbury which merits notice is 
that of Bishop Berkeley, contained in the third Pialogue ♦f 
AicipAron, or ike Minute JPhiloeopher, which appeared in 
173^. I agree with Mr. Leslie Stephen ^ in thinking that 
** Berkeley's Minute fhiloeopher is the least admirable perform¬ 
ance of that admirable writer." His remarks on Shaftesbury 
seem to me to be mainly conceived in the narrow temper of 
th^logical polemic rather than in that broad and candid 
spint which befits one philosopher examining the syst^ of 
another. To insinuate that Shaftesbury was a man without 
mte grain of religion," and to represent him as s^ liti^ein 
eam*^ nbput virtue as only,after a nice inquiry a# ba|ano- 
iag pn both sides," to conclude that " we ought to prefer 
viHue to are sheer calumnies, whiqh the vlcdence of 

!! jthecitbgical ^tisahship can alone excuse. And eveii that 

^0 on Shaftesbury, under the 

l^ame ofiChalylus, in which the, refined mid gentle l^keley 
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verges on coarseness. Ba6 fairness to an opponent in a 
controversy, we must recollect, was, at that time, regarded 
rather as a weakness than as a virtue. Amongst the specific 
points in Shaftesbury^s ethieal theory which Berkeley criticizes 
are the vagueness of his idea of moral beauty, his conception 
of a moral sense, different in kind from the other principles of 
our nature, the attempt to construct a moral system indepen¬ 
dently of religion, and, above all, the slight stress laid upon 
the consideration of future rewards and punishments, as a 
sanction of morality. On this last point there can be no 
doubt that Berkeley misrepresents Shaftesbury^s position. 
Any one who knew the Chafocteristm only through the 
Ahiphron would suppose that Shaftesbury not only en¬ 
tirely repudiated the sanctions afforded by the expectation 
of a future life, but even denied its possibility.* And yet, as 
me have seen in previous chapters, he looks forward to a 
future life as repairing the imperfections and inequalities of 

^ Orito says to Alciphron, who represents a disciple of Shaftesbury: 
** The love therefore that you boar to moral beauty, and your passion for 
abstracted truth, will not suffer you to think with patience of those 
fraudulent impositions upon mankind—Providence, the Immortality of the 
Soul, and a future retribution of rewards and punishments.** That 
Shaftesbury himself maintained the first of these doctrines enthusi¬ 
astically, If at least by Providence Berkeley means the same thing as the 
Moral Government of the Universe, is shown abundantly by the quota¬ 
tions which I have given iu ch. iv. The passages quoted on pp. 84-5 of ch. 
iii., and pp. 111-12 of ch. iv., are, I think, quite sufiioient to prove that ho 
believed'in a future Hfe, compensating Ibr the apparent injustice to which 
the virtuous man is often exposed, in the presentoondition of things. Such, 
a state, of course, implies future rewards, but the absence of reward, or 
even n gradation of rewards, implies, in a certain sense, pnmshment. 
Moreover, the idea that vice is attended by miseiy here (and, if here, 
why not hereafter P) is in accordance wiih the whole genius of Sluiltesbaiy*s 
philosophy* Again, When he refers to Gie sanction of future rewards and. 
punUhmmkts^mnch as he may dii^karage it, when ccnnpatWd with thf 
higher sanefibos of the moral sense |imd the love of God, he sj|«ake in the 
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our present condition,^ aad admits the sanctions of future 
rewards and punishments, not indeed as the highest sanctions, 
which they certainly are not, but as being on the same level with 
those of society and human law.^ The most efiective thing 
which Berkeley says against Shaftesbury is that his principles 
are inadequate to influence the mass of mankind. " Whatever 
may be the efleot of pure theory upon certain select spirits, of 
a peculiar make, pr in some other parts of the world, I do 
verity think that, in this country of ours, reason, religion, 
and law are all together little enough to subdue the outward 
to the inner man; and that it must argue a wrong head and 
weak judgment to suppose that without them men will bo 
enamoured of the golden mean.'^ “ In no case is it to be 
hoped that ro xa\bu will be the leading idea of the many, who 
have quick senses, strong passions, and gross intellects.^^ 
Berkeley's own ethical theory, as Professor Fraser says, was a 
kind of Theological Utilitarianism. The source of moral 
obligation is the Divine Will, the end of moral action is the 
general well-being of all men, and the main motive to 
practise morality is a regard to our own eternal interests. 
Though less coarsely stated, Berkeley’s system is, in fact, 
fundamentally the same as that of Locke 

tone of a man who regards it as a real, and not merely on imaginary, 
sanction. On tho (mmortaUt^ of the soul, as distinct from its fotare 
ekistenoe, I cannot recall any passage containing an explicit statement. 
But the flowing words, contained in the Fourth Letter to a Young Man 
at the tTniversity, seem to imply the beli^: *' And even heaven itself 
can he no other than the addition of grace to grace, virtue to virtue, and 
knowledge to knowledge; by which we may stOl more and more compre¬ 
hend the chief Virtue, and highest excellence, the giver and dispenser of All*’ 

’ See oh. iv., pp. 

^ See oh, i|l, pp. 8d-7, where Z have discussed at length Shalteshnry’s 
views on the several sanctions of morality. 

’ See particularly the Sermon on Passive Obedience, printed in Fraser's 
edition of Berkeley's Works, Yol iii., pp, 103-*Xfld. 
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Berkeley's attack on Shafltesbury provoked a curious re¬ 
joinder^ in which the author aifects to be)|cve that the Minnie 
Philoeepher is a forgery. This pamphlet is dated and 

bears the title: A Vindication of the lieverend 1) - 

B~—y from ike scandalotts imputation of being author of a 
late book entitled Alciphron or the Minute Philosopher, It 
brings forward very effectively various passages from the 
Characteristics in reply to Berkeley's criticisms, and then pro¬ 
ceeds to carry on the war against the orthodox divines, by 
charging Butler with having repeated Shaftesbuiy's theories, 
without acknowledgment, in the first edition of his Sermons, 
and grossly misrepresented them in the Preface to his second 
edition. That Butler’s criticism of Shaftesbury for not 
having taken into consideration the authority of conscience 
rests on insufficient grounds, 1 have already state<l my opinion. 
But, though there is much resemblance between the moral 
systems of Butler and Shaftesbury, there is hardly room for a 
charge of plagiarism. Had Butler’s system been unfolded in 
a formal treatise, it would certainly have been strange if 
Shaftesbury’s name had been passed over in silence; but he 
was hardly bound to mention it either in the text or the 
scanty notes of a short collection of Sermons, whose primary 
object waf probably religious edification, and the future repu¬ 
tation of which he can scarcely himself have foreseen. 

In the ycai's 1733, 1734, a wide circulation was given to 
Shaftesbury’s theories on Natural Keligion, and specially to 
his scheme of optimism, by the publication of Pope’s Nssup 
on Man, Several lines, especially of the First Epistle, are 
simply statements from the Moralists done into verse. Whether, 
however, these were taken immediately by Pope from 
Shaftesbury, or whether they came to him through the papers 
which Bolingbroke^ had prepared for his use, we have no 

^ Oa BoUngbroka's connexion with the JSsseg on Man, see £lwin*e 
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data for determining. All we can say is that^ so lar ais Pope 
hiitolf wde conoernedj his optimism must have been derived 
from an English source. Of Jjeibnitz^ scraps of whose philo-^ 
sophyhad^howeverj filtered into the Essay through Bolingbroke, 
he professed himself^ some years later^ as entirely ignorant.^ 

^oltaire frequently mentions Shaftesbury. In the Letir^ 
mf lei Anglais or Leti/res PhUosojphiques^ published in 1734<j 
he insists on the identity of Shaftesbury^s religious and 
philosophical sjrstem with that of the Essay on Man, After 
highly lauding Pope's poem^ he proceeds to say that the main 
argument of it is to be found entire in the Characteristics. 

** And I do not know why/' he adds, " Mr. Pope should have 
ascribed the merit of it exclusively to Lord Bolingbroke, 
without saying a word of the celebrated Shaftesbury, the 
pupil of Locke.'*^ In later life, as is well known, Voltaire 
adopted a different attitude towards optimism, if not towards 
theism itself. The maxim Whatever is, is best" presented " 
itself to him as not only untrue, but ridiculous. And this 
change of mind^is^ exemplified in his language about 

Introduction to that poem, Pope’s Works, Vol. ii. BoUngbroke's own 
sentiments on Philosophy and Natural Beligion ore to bo found in the 
B^ays and Pragments, printed in his collected works. 

* See a letter to Warburton, quoted by Mr. Biwin, Pope's Works, 
ToL ii, p. 293; ** It cannot be unpleasant to yon to kno# mat I never 
in my life read a line of Leibnitz." 

^ Letter .aqcii* . Cp. IHotionnaiTe Pbilosopbique, Art. . 

;tbe I^4be to the Poem on the Earthquake of Lisbon. Pope mentions 
\the Inquiry ooneSming Tirtue as wedL as the Moralists, as having supplied 
mateodsl fiir the 

; *\ JttEsMijktr VMcmme de Pope me parait le plus h^ poSme didaip- 
:^qns, is ufBiS, plus sublime qu'on. ait jamais M dans auettne 
IIsstifi^^quClelbndsVntrouve tCutenf^rdai^ 
du Bhmt^Wy; st je ne s^ pourquoi M. en ^t. 

' ^^Ungbroksi sans dire nn mot dn cdlhbre 



INFLUENCE OF HIS WRITINGS, 


IS3 


Shaftesbury. Contrasting the lives of optimists with their 
theories, he says of Shaftesbury that^^ thought he made 
optimism the mode, he was himself a most miserable man.^ 
This statement, if not entirely without foundation, is at leiist 
a gross exaggeration. Voltaire, like many other writers who 
have obtained a reputation for brilliancy, when he found an 
epigram neatly expressing a preconceived idea, did not always 
pause to inquire whether it was an accurate representation 
of &cts. 

Warburton, in his Dedication of the Divine Legation to the 
JVee-Thinkers (1738), has a rambling attack upon Shaftesbury, 
in which he accuses him of cruel and unworthy treatment of 
Locke, ''the honour of this age and the instructor of the 
future.” It was Locke's love of Christianity, he says, " that 
seems principally to have exposed him to his pupil's bitterest 
insults.” The maxim that " Bidicule is the test of Tnith ” 
is justly handled with severity. The " moral sense ” is treated 
with contumely. At the same time, it is acknowledged that 
Shaftesbury "had many excellent qualities, both as a man 
and a writer.” Warburton's tribute to his personal character 
has been already quoted.® In his writings,” lie adds, " he 
hath shown how largely he had imbibed the deep sense, and 
how naturally he could copy the gracious manner of Plato.” 

continued interest felt in Shaftesbury's writings is 
shown by the appearance, in 1751, of an elaborate monograph 
entitled E 9 sa^s on the Ckaracterkticet by John Brown, M.A. 
Brown* who was afterwards appointed Vicar of Newcastle* 
upon-Tyne, is best known for his EsUmate of the Manners 
and Frineiples <f the Times^ of which seven editions were 
printed in little more than a year. He was himself a liberal 
divine of very varied culture, and entertained strong aympa* 

jptviidfre a hrewhure pttblwhsd ki 1772. 

* Swp* 
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thills with the cause of liberty, both civil and ecclesiastical. 
It is saidflhat he was moved to write on the ChmracUfi^m 
by Waihurton, and that the idea of a special refutation of 
l^iffcesbury had l^een suggested to Warburton by I*ope, who 
told him that to his knowledge the Ckaracteristics had done 
mc^ harm to Kevealed Keligion in England than all the 
works of infidelity put together.”® Brown is, for the most 
part, a courteous antagonist. The opening sentence of his 
ivdrk bears testimony to the wide-spread popularity 6f 
Shaftesbury as an author. It has been the fate of Lord 
Shaftesbury's CkaracterMcs^ beyond that of most other books, 
to be idolised by one party, and detested by another. While 
the first regard it as a work of perfect excellence, as contain¬ 
ing everything that can render mankind wise and happy; the 
latter are disposed to rank it amongst the most pernicious of 
writings, and brand it as one continued heap of fustian, 
scurrility, and falsehood.” Brown himself does not agree 
with ei^er of these extreme estimates. ** The noble writer 
llath mingled beaptiCs'and blots, faults and excellencies, with 
a liberal and unsparing hand.” One Wcellency of the 
specially appeals to his admiration, namely, 
generous spirit of freedom which shines throughout the 
witbfe.” The noble author everywhere asserts the natural 


piiivilege of man, which hath been so often denied Him, of 
seeing with his own eyes and judging by his own reason.” 
Oh the ^0 first Essays, as well as on parts of the Miscellanous 
j^fiectkms, he is natundly very severe, but, as regards the 
Soiidoqiiy, bating only a few accidental passages,” he has, 
tnbie to do than to approve and admire.^ In the 
^idn piuHi; of hk tjiuik^ the examination of the lnq,uiry conoem- 
hsig TMiie, Browh shows considerable acuteness, and a much 
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clearer conception^ than kuost writers of )iis time, of the real 
meaning of ethical problems. He is himself what we should 
now call an Utilitarian, insisting on the necessity of a definite 
criterion of actions, and placing that criterion in their 
tendency to promote or impair the general weal. Virtue, he 
l^aintains, is no other than the conformity of our affections 
with the public good,'' or “ the voluntary production of the 
greatest happiness.*' We have already seen^ that Shaftesbury 
substantially adopts the same criterion of actions as Brown, 
though the fact that he does so is obscured by the metaphori¬ 
cal language which he employs in describing Virtue and 
Vice, as well as by the immediate character which he ascribes 
to the decisions of the Moral Sense. The theory of an 
immediate moral faculty and the adoption of a test, often 
requiring much time and pains in its application, are, un¬ 
doubtedly, to a certain extent, inconsistent,^ but I should 
myself rather find fault with his accoimi of the Moral Sense " 
than accuse him of having failed to discover any dehiiitc 
criterion of right and wrong. Brown's strioturcy, however, 
on the vague and metaphorical character of his language, and 
on the want of system in his speculations, are, it must bo 
confessed, far from being without justification. On llie 
ultimate origin of the distinction of Eight and Wrong Brown 
says nothing, though 1 imagine he would have placed it iti 
the Will of God. As respects the sanctions of virtuous 
conduct, he is not completely at issue with Shaftesbury, wide 
as their differences are. He grants that there are a few 
exceptional cases in which the purely moral sanction may be 
sufficient to ensure right action. '' In minds of a gentle and 
generous disposition, where the sensual appetites arc weak, 

* See cb. iii., pp. 72-6. 

^ The eitent to which are inconabteat has aiieady heea dbeossed. 
in eh. iii., pp. 90>94. 
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the ima^mation refined, and the bdlevolent affections natu¬ 
rally predominant; these very affections, and the moral sense 
ansiiii^ from them, will in all the common occurrences of life 
secure the practice of virtue." The higher religioiis sanction,— 
th^ eicamplc of a Perfect Being, and the love and adoration 
inspired by Him,—which occupies so prominent a position In 
Shsfbesbury^s system, Brown regards as ** not calculated for 
use," and "only existing in a mind taken up in vision." Ood, 
elccept possibly to a few, who are capable of the most exalted 
degrees of virtue, is simply the dispenser of rewards and 
punishments, which supplement the terrors of human law. 
The mass of mankind, in a large proportion of their actions, 
can only be deterred from vice by “the lively and active 
belief of an all-seeing and all-powerful God, who will hereafter 
make them happy or miserable, according as they designedly 
promote or violate the happiness of their fellow-creatures." 
This proposition is possibly true, but, when the writer goes 
on to say “ And this is the Essence of Beligion," one feels 
that, however orthodox he may be in his opinions, his religious 
feeling is on a lower level than that of the author of the Moralists. 
Brown's ethical theones, in respect both to the criterion and the 
sanctions of morality, arc very similar to those of Paley, whose 
work on Moral and Political Philosophy was published in 
1735 . He would hardly, however, have gone to the length 
of defining Tirtuo as "the doing good to mankind, in 
obedience to the Will of God, and for the sake of everlasting 
happiness,"^ a definition which implies that no act, not expressly 
done for the purpose of avoiding future punishment or secur¬ 
ing future reward, can properly be called virtuous. There 
was a growing tendency among the divines of the eighteenth 
century, inspired probably by the fear of Deism, to suppose 
that any moral system which appealed, in the last resc^ to 

, ‘ Palsy's Mvrul und Book I, oh, 7* 
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other sanctions than 4||se of human law^ the opinions of 
society, or future rewarS and punishments, must necessarily 
he irreligious. 

Brown's last Essay {On Revealed Religion and Ckrieiianity) 
contains some very hard hitting, and not unfrequently, I 
think, exaggerates Shaftesbury's hostility to Revealed Religion 
and the Doctrines of the Church. A special example of un¬ 
fairness is, perhaps, to be found in the section (Sec. where 
he tries to show that Shaftesbury did not believe in the sanc¬ 
tion of future punishment, and attempted designedly to 
weaken its force, thereby unhinging society to the utmost 
of his power.'^ Shaftesbury^s position on this subject was, of 
course, difficult to understand by men, like Berkeley and 
Brown, whose whole habit of thinking on ethical questions 
lay in the direction of theological utilitarianism, but still the 
extent to which they misunderstood him argues much want 
of care, I should not like to say want of candour, on their 
part. The severity of the rest of the Essay would probably 
have been tempered, had Brown, in addition to his strong 
reasoning powers, possessed any sense of humour. Shaftes¬ 
bury's banter is mercilessly analyzed, and every sentence 
discussed is treated as if it formed part of a grave legal docu¬ 
ment. Moreover, no allowance is made for the varying moods 
of a man who seems to have been, by constitution, peculiarly 
fitful. In the interpretation of a writer of this kind, much 
greater stress ought always to be laid on the passages in 
which he is plainly in a serious vein, than on those in which 
he is indulging a turn for ridicule or badinage. At the same 
time, i do not ^deny that the stern reproofs dealt out to 
Shaftesbury by Brown and some of his other antagonists, for 
the nnseemly manner in which he often handles, sacred 
aubjectSi were,, in many cases, richly deserved. These 
auf^rs seem, however, frequently to have suspected de- 
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Bigiij where Shaftesbury was only fijfiowing the bent of hhi 
tem|)er. 

Brown's book immediately provoked three replies. Two of 
theee^ A Vvudieation of Lord Shafkihnry on the Subjeet of Mdu 
culo^ and A Findieaiion of Lord Bhefkehwry on the BnljeeU of 
MofalUy und Meligion, were written by a Mr. Charles Bulkley, 
a dissenting-minister. The authorship of the third, a smartly- 
written pamphlet, entitled Animadversione on Mr, Brownie 
Three Besays on the Charaeterkiicey is, I believe, unknown. 

Leland's View of the Frincipal Beutical Writers^ which 
was published in 1754, contains a criticism of Sha^sbory. 
It gives the author " a real concern, that, among the writers 
who have appeared against revealed religion," he is obliged 
Ito take notice of the noble author of the Characierietm/* and 
be states that ** some are not willing to allow that he is to be 
feckoned in the number." He proceeds, nevertheless, to 
repeat in a briefer form and in a milder tone the charges of 
endeavouring to undermine Christianity and of disparaging 
the supernatural sanctions of conduct which had recently been 
levelled against the Ckaraeierktm by Brown. He recognises, 
however, Sbaftesbury^s refined sentiments on the beauty and 
excellence of virtue," and acknowledges that he ** hath often 
spoken honourably of a wise and good providence, \diich 


ministers and governs the whole in the best manner;; and 
hath strongly asserted, in opposition to Mr. Hobbes, the 
, natural difiTerences between good and evil; and that man was 
rndgihally formed for society and the exercise of mutual khid-« 
. ness and benevolence; and not only so, but,for religion and 
toOr^' In a snppleihent to his work,f Iieidnd induded 
;; nnoiherlet^nn Shaftesbury, defending his first, but fully 

views df natural religion, and of the 





the religious and moral feelings. 


INFL UENCB OF HIS WRITINGS. 


159 


Of all the replies ^faioh were elicited by Shaftesbury’s 
siatemeuts on the sanctions of a future life, the most tem¬ 
perate and effective is that of John Balguy, the friend of 
Hoadly and disciple of Clarke, who, in 1726, published a 
pamphlet entitled A Letter to a Deist eoneerning the Beauty' 
and Eatoellencg of Moral Virtue^ and the support and improve-^ 
ment which it receives from the Christian Revelation, While 
admitting that the perfection of moral goodness consists in 
the love of Virtue for Virtue's sake, or, as he afterwards 
expressed it in a postscript, " in being influenced solely by a 
regard to rectitude and right reason, and the intrinsic fitness 
and amiableness of such actions as are conformable thereto," 
he maintains that the hope of reward and fear of punishmen^ 
especially in a future life, are indispensable as auxiliary 
motives to the great majority of mankind. '' In short, the 
question is not, which motives are the purest and most 
sublime; but which are most useful, and most effectual, to 
prevail with degenerate man and accomplish his reformation." 
At the same time, he acknowledges that, cmteris paribus, the 
more disinterestedly any agent acts, the more virtuous he is. 

Balguy's tract on The Foundation of Moral Goodness,eovAsdn- 
ing an examination of Hutcheson^s ethical system, will be 
considered more conveniently in a subsequent copter. The 
systems of Shaftesbury and Hutcheson are there attacked, 
not from the side of Theological Utilitarianism, but from that 

of what has been called the Bational School of Moralists. 

* 

Sh^tesbury had several imitators, whose works have now 
sunk into oblivion^ and, besides the authors already named, 
there were, of 4lburse, many others, in the first half of the 
eighteenth century, who directly or incidentdly criticiaed.hts 
opinions. fHie instances, however, which 1 have airead/ 
given^ are quite sufficient to show the character of 
tion accorded to his works in his own country, and, if we |nke 
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in c^ciam of Hutcheson^ nature of the 

tions urged a^lnst them. 

Of the judgments of Le Clerc^ Leibnitz^ and Yoltaife, 
1 have spoken in earlier portions of this chapter. The 
induenoe of Shaftesbury on the earlier phases of Diderot’s 
ethical and theological opinions is notorious.* Di 1745 
Di^rot adapted or reproduced the ''Inquiry concerning 
Virtue ” in what was afterwards known as his Essai sur le 
Mdrite et la Vertu.” Though announced as a translation from 
Shaftesbury^ this work represents the spirit rather than the 
words of the Inquiry. The author tells us that he seldom had 
recourse to the original during the compositiom of his book, 
hut yet all its distinctive features are faithfully retained. 
Specially is this the case with the intimate connexion which 
Shaftesbury establishes between Virtue and Natural Beligion, 
a connexion emphasised even still more by Diderot than by 
his English prototype. In the Dmours PrMminaire,'Did!&tot 
dwells specially on the religious character of Shaftesbury’s 
philosophy^ and protests warmly against confounding him 
with the Asgills, the Tindals^ and the Tolands, ** bad Protes- 
tfmts and miserable writers.” 

In 1769, a French translation of the whole of Shaftesbiuy’s 
works, including the letters, was published at Geneva., . 

:, I must now say something of the popularity aeeo]%d.to 
Bhaflesbury’s writings in Germany, during the latter pi^ of 
the rightcenth uud the earlier pa^ of the ninete^t^ cei^iuvy* 
Ti:Sinsl&tions of separate treatises Into German b^gan io 

M^ey's Diderot, Vol 1, ipp. 41‘-~48. Mr. Modey haevs^e 
Interei^g Vnaarke on the hietoriosl ritvoinetsa^ whi^ directed 
I]lideret^e He diaws a pandit between 


' irhi^^ ^fteebdiy*e lie^r e6a(M»iuag HafUiSeak, 

'and aabsoiniat oataeSt Of nmatic^ ttmcngst the Jausea^W 

^MEWU ' ' ' " ' v' " ' ! > 
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made in 1738, and in 1776—1779 tliere appeared a complete 
German translation of the Characterutm^ Hermann llettner ** 
says that, not only Leibnitz, Voltaire, and Diderot, but Lessing, 
Mendelssohn, Wieland, and Herder drew the most stimulating 
nutriment from Shaftesbury. “ His charms,'^ he adds, ** are 
eyer fresh. A new-born Hellenism, a divine oultus of Beauty 
presented itself before his inspired soul.'' Herder is specially 
eulogistic. In the AdrasteaJ he pronounces the Moralists to 
be a composition, in form well-nigh worthy of Grecian 
antiquity, and in its contents almost superior to it. It is per¬ 
haps the most beautiful Metaphysic which has ever been 
imagmed. To any young man, who has a power of compre¬ 
hending the noble and the beautiful, it must be a peculiarly 
rich source of inspiration. Without it, even with the assist¬ 
ance of Bolingbroko's papers, the best verses in Poi)e's E&my 
on Man would hardly have been written, and Thomson's Muse 
had the impassioned Thcocles for its guide. In France, it was 
under the impulse communicated by Bacon and Shaftesbury 
that Diderot pursued his peculiar path. This Virtuoso of 
Humanity," he says in another place,^ exercised a signal 
influeuco on the best heads of the eighteenth century, on men 
who honestly devoted themselves to the culture of the true, , 
the beautiful, and the good." The interest felt by German 
literary men in Shaftesbury, which had pretty nearly died out 
in the middle of tliis century, has been recently revived by the 
publication of two exceU<|at monographs, one dealing with 
him mainly from the theological side by Dr. Gideon Spicker, 
Freiburg i. B., 1872, the other dealing with him mainly from 
the philosophical side by Dr. Georg von Gizyeki, Leipzig, 

• Von Die Dhiloeophie Shi^eehury*^. Vonrede, 

* DUemturyeackichte des ackizehntm JdhrhwaderUt Bitter TbeiJ. 

7 Adraetea, I., 14,1801. * Geiat und iVoktinn* 

Briitfe zu BafMemvy rfer Dwmmitdtt 1794. Brief 23. 
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1876* Both these works^ and perhaps I may say special^ the 
latter^ present the Gorman reader with a faithful and ^^hie 
portraiture of the English essayist and philosopher*^ 

By far the most important influencoj if we look to perma^ 
nent results^ which Shall csbury exercised on the development 
of subsequent speculation was in his character of a moralist* 
Beligious scepticism^ at the beginning of the eighteenth <lcn- 
tuiyi was in the air^ and^ at that period^ it naturally took the 
form of Deism^ that is to say^ the rejection of a positive 
revelation combined with the belief in a personal God, a 
Providence, and, in some cases, a future state of rewards and 
punishments. Shaftesbury, if 1 may be allowed the expres¬ 
sion, was a Deist of the right, and was fully as muOh occupiM 
in presenting the positive as the negative parts of his 
doctrine. Moreover, the latter were rather insinuated than 
openly avowed. These circumstances, combined with th4 
fact that he was an English peer, belonging to a family 
distinguished even in the English Peerage, doubtless procured 
for him readers, who'" would have scorned to pay any attention* 
to the works of the coarser and more vulgar Deists, But, 
.though Shaftesbury may have swelled the volume, he did n 6 t 
alter the direction, of the sceptical tendencies of the time. 
In one respect only can he be said to have exerted Ikore 
than a passing induence on religious thought, and thall is 
by'the scheme of Opiomism whkh he propounded sm|i||id- 
taneous]^ with Leibnitz, .and which, mainly through 
verses of Pope, coloured much of the religious sentiment of 
the eighteenth century. 

> 4 rsoent monograph, **£mfloB8 dor englisehen PhUosopheu 
tBaeonmif diedeutsohe pMlosophie des 16 Jahrhiuiderte/* by Q. ISiirt, 
Berlin, x88l, givSf much deWil^ informaiiOn on the r^Mon ^ 
huiy and HuiobMon to the hlitoiy of Qeman Philoecpby in 1h# 
eighteenth oentuiy. ^ 
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^haftesbuiy^s influence on the subsequent history of Moral 
''Phllo80|>hy was exercised at least as much indirectly through 
llutohib^n as directly through his own writings. Hence 1 
must distribute what 1 have to say on this head between the 
present chapter and the chapter with which 1 shall conclude 
this volume. It appears to me thatj in mfernnee to subsequent 
specnlation^ the points which it is most important to notice in 
Shaftesbury's ethical theory are four—namely^ his adoption of 
% tendency to promote the general welfare as the criterion of 
action^ his conception of Virtue ns consisting mainly in the 
exercise of the benevolent afTections^ the reference of moral 
distinctions to grounds independent of theology, aflbd the 
theory (x£> a moral sense^ pronouncing immediately on the 
character of actions. 

The flrst of these doctrines lies more on the surface in 
Cumberland than it does even in Shaftesbury^ and it seems to 
be. implied in the ethical speculations of Bacon.^ In Hutcheson 
it becomes^ as we shall see, sufficiently prominent to be ex* 
pressed in a formula; with Hume it is the main "doctrine of 
ethics; and in Bentham, under the name of the Greatest Hap¬ 
piness principle, it excludes almost entirely all the other 
questions of Moral Philosophy. 

ibat Virtue consists mainly in the exercise of the Benevo¬ 
lent Afleotions is a proposition which is implicitly recognized 
by^many of the earlier of the modem writers on ethics. 
Pteaj^es ho thip effect might easily be discovered in Bacon, 
0 m'^u% Puffendorf, Cuxnherlond, and what are called the 
Cambridge Platonists; and Leibnitz, as we have seen/ 
declared his own system to be, on this point, in harmony with 
ticat of Shaftesbury. It seems indeed to follow naturally 
the Christian teachii|g that 'Gove is the fhlfllling*of the 

See my ** Bacon/ in this series, pp. lQd^l74t. 

" . 188 . 
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law/^ and Hobbes^ attempt to build up a system of moxality 
resting solely on the selfish feelings was, when first started, 
almost nniveimlly regarded as a paradox. The peculiarity of 
Shaftesbury and Hutcheson is not so much that they omphU’ 
sized the importance of the benevolent afiboiions as that their 
teaching seem to^ throw into the shade the self-regarding and 
prudjBntial virtues, which are so essential to the happiness 
of the individual and the material well-being of society. By 
Hume and Adam Smith the balance was restored, and, while 
the supreme excellence of the sympathetic feelings was fully 
recognized, the various forms of self-regard and self-respect 
were Aown, when properly directed and kept within proper 
bounds, to merit the approbation of mankind at large.^ Not¬ 
withstanding their exaggerations, however, Shaftesbury and 
Hutcheson may be considered as having permanently affected 
for good the course of moral speculation in England by 
diverling it from the sordid channels in which it was begin¬ 
ning to run, and by insisting, if even too strongly, m the 
fact that it is in the generous, sympathetic, and benevolent 
side of human nature'that we must seek for the source of the 
most useful as well as the noblest virtues. 

One of the main objections taken to Shaftesbuiy^s ethical 
system by the critics of his own and the next generation was 
that he traced the origin of moral distinctions to the make and 

* Oomparo, for insiaace, tho two following passages in Hnme's loqtuiy 
oonceruing the Principles of Morals. **The epithets sooiable, good- 
nattued, humane, mercifiil, grateful, fiiendly, generous, henefioent, or 
their eqfSivaleute, are known in all laugnages, and univentallj express the 
highest merit which human nature is capable of attaining.**—Section IL, 

1. ** Tempwnnce, sobriety, patience, constancy, perseverance, fore¬ 
thought, oonsidemteoese, secrecy, order, insinuation, address, presence of 
ihijid, quickness of^ conception, facility* d expression: these, and a 
thousand more of the esme kind, no man will ever deny to be en^enciee 
and perfeotio&B **->-Seotion VI., Part L f 
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oonstitation of human nature rather than to tho arbitrary wOl 
of God. What was then thought a dofeoi^ would now bo almost 
universally regarded as an excellency. Indeed, if right and 
wrong are simply constituted by the arbitrary fiat of the 
Supreme Being, it is difficult to see why morals should be 
treated as an independent science, and not merely as a suboi> 
dinate branch of theology. And yet the view against which 
Shaftesbury protests bad recently received the sanction of 
Locke, and was probably at this time the one generally 
accepted in Protestant countries,* not only amongst the vulgar 
but even in cultivated and reflective circles. Orotius and 
Hobbes, Cudworth and Clarke, had already assumed a* bolder 
ground, and endeavoured to constitute Bthics as a separate 
science, though the work of Cudworth on Eternal and Immu¬ 
table Morality, in which the popular view is so conclusively 
refuted, had not yet been published. Butler lent the great 
weight of his authority to the some side,*^ and, though the 
opposite opinion long maintained its ground, especially among 
what may be called the theological utilitarians, it, in its turn, 
has now come to be looked upon os exceptional, if not unten¬ 
able. When it is said that Shaftesbuiy treated Morals inde- 
})endently of Theology, it must be remembered, however, that 
he fully recognized tho reality of theological sanctions, and 
especially of the higher theological sanction, which consists in 
the bve and veneration of a Being who is Himself ideally 
good. But tho character of the sanctions by which morality is 
imposed and the ultimate grounds of moral distinctions are, aa 
1 have already shown, distinct questions. * 

* That this is not the doctrine of the Cathilio Ohnroh is argned with 
great force by Mr. W. O. Ward, in his ** Nature^ and Chraoe," Book I. 
Ch. ], Sects. 3,4. 

* ^ a note in Bntler’e Analogy, Part I., Oh, 6. The same view ts 
implied thronghont the Sermons. 
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In the expression Moral Sense/^ Shaftesbury contributed 
a new phrase to the English language. Though used 
sparingly by him^ it was employed by Hutobeson almost 
invariably, whenever he had occasion to speak of the moral 
faculty, and thus it gradually found its way into ordinary 
writings and conversation.'* Coalescing with what had long 
been taught by divines on the absolute and semi-mystical 
attributes of conscience/ the metaphor implied in this term 
unfortunately tended to obscure the fact that our moral judg¬ 
ments oHon require to be preceded by long and careful pro¬ 
cesses of ratiocination. Thus the idea gained ground, and 
seemed to receive a philosophical sanction, that a man can at 
once and without reflection determine on the right course of 
action for himself, or pronounce a valid opinion on the mqral 
character of the acts of himself or others. Ilume,^ by his 
more careful analysis of the process of moral approbation, did 
much to dissipate this error among those who made a special 
study of ethical questions, but it still held its place, and to 
some extent, notwithstanding the rude assaults of Paley and 
Bentham, even now holds its place, in vulgar opinion. The 
language of Butler, however, on this subject is still more 
unguarded than that of Shaftesbuiy and Hutcheson, and, 
being also the most widely-read writer of the three, 1 think 
it is to him more than to any other philosophical moralist 
that we must ascribe the encouragement which men have 
received froijci their ethical guides to form hasty decisions and 

^ Adam Smith, in his Tbeoxy of Moral Sentimenta (1750), a&y» that 
** the word moral sense cannot yet be considered as making part of the 
English tongue. ^ 

f Eor an cioelleat protest against the exaggerated and mischievous 
limguago often used cm thb subject, see two Sermons by 0r. South, on 

The Mature and Mewuies of Ocuiscience.'* 

See Enquiry concerning the Principles of Morals, Seotzon X, and 
Appendix 7. 
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express hasty judgments on matters of moral conduct. How 
far Butler's account of " Conscience " is simply an attempt to 
throw into philosophical lan^age the traditional teaching of 
theologians, and how far it was suggested by Shaftesbuiy's 
theory of the '' Moral Sense/' is not easy to deterlaine. That 
both influences are represented in his Sermons, there can be little 
doubt. In concluding this chapter, I need only remind the 
reader that the position of Shaftesbury, and of what has been 
called the “ Moral-Sense-school," on this point, has been 
already ascertained and criticized in my third chapter. It 
is not necessary that I should here pursue the subject any 
further, especially as it will come before us again in the 
account of Hutcheson. 
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CHAPTER I. 

LIFE AND WORKS. 

F*ANeis Hutcheson was bom on the 8th of An^just, 1694 . 
His father, John Hutcheson, was Presbyterian Minister of 
Armagh, and lived at Ballyrea, near that city. His g^nd- 
father, Alexander Hutcheson, was also a Presbyterian Minister, 
his charge being Saintfield in the county of Down. At 
Brumalig, a township in the parish of Saintfield, his grand¬ 
father's residence, Francis Hutcheson was probably bom.^ 
The gra^ilfiither had come over from Scotland, being, as 
Br. Leechman tells us,'' of an ancient and respectable family 
in the shire of Ayr in that kingdom." Thus the family of 
Hutchesons, like so many other families in the North of 
Ireland, was of Scottish descent. 

Frainds, who seems to have been distinguished, as a child, 
for the sweetness of his disposition and his capacity for learn¬ 
ing, was a great favourite with his grandfiither. It is said 

* 1 am ii^ebied for informatitm as to the plasa of HutcheBon*s lar^, 
as wdi as fw some paitbulars legarding his fsmily and ^ly history, to 
the Bev. George Hill, late Libnuian of Queen's College, Belfiuti, who has 
kindly sent me vsrions extracts iam. the Mmtkfy Mapatine of 

181$. 
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11 m, 4 a later period, when hie grandfether wished to alter a 
prior sMement of his property in the young i]|iB;n^s favour, he 
peremptorily refused, though many argamenti||rere used by his 
relati<ms to prevail with him to accept the advantage. He and 
his brother Hans lived mostly with their father in Ballyrea till 
the y^ 1702, when they were sent to reside permanently with 
their grandfather, for the benefit of their education. Accord¬ 
ing to the Belfast Magasme, the best classical school in the 
neighbourhood was one kept by a Mr, Hamilton in the old 
Meeting-house of Saintfield. Here the two brothers remained, 
till IVancis, at least, was moved to an Academy (where 
situated Dr. Leeohman, who is here our informant, does not 
tell us) to begin his course of Philosophy. He was " there 
taught the ordinary Scholastic Philosophy which was in vogue 
in those days, and applied himself to it with uncommon 
assiduity and diligence.’^ In the year 1710, at the age of 
sixteen, he entered the university of Glasgow, where he spent 
the next six years of his life, at first in the study of philo- 
sophy, classics, and general literature, an^ afterwards in the 
study of theology. It was while here that he read Dr, Samuel 
ClarWs book on the Being and Attributes of God^hich had 
been first published a few years before. The a gmori argu¬ 
ments employed in this work did not give him entire satis- 
fimtion, and, about the time he was leaving the University, 
he w^te a letter to Dr. Clarke, urging bis objeetions and 
daririi^ fhrther explanations. Whether he received any 
,:'^wer, we are told, does not appear from his papers; imd 
tscm this fact we may almost certainly infer that he did not. 
dkfke, w|io had then the highest reputation of any man 
■ iSuglmid ai a meiNphysitabtheologian, was prbl#ly paying 
pfihalty emi^ by being exposed ^ an li^venient 
: ‘ UdmW of que^ and objections fmm various philosophical 
0^ Bishop Butler, who was ipt that 
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tim« a student at a dissenting academy at Tewkesbuiy, he had 
goodnaturedly answered in the years 171S and 1714^ and 
the correspondeijiie was published in 1716, under the title of 
Several letten io Dr, Clarke from a gentleman in Qkueester^ 
ehire^ with the Doctor^e answers thereunto. A few years before, 
in 1710, he had been less courteous to Berkeley, and declined 
altogether to enter into any correspondence with him on his 
new theory of Matter.^ Hutcheson always remained doubtful, 
his biographer tells us, of the e^ediency of presenting to the 
bulk of mankind metaphysical arguments for the purpose of 
demonstrating the existence, unity, and perfections of the 
Deity, nor was he himself convinced of their soundness. 
Accordingly, in his own work on metaphysics, when he comes 
to the question of the existence of a Gk>d, we find him, like 
Shaftesbury, resting the proof almost entirely on the indica¬ 
tions of a Deity afforded by the constitution of the Universe. 

On quitting the university, Hutcheson returned to the 
north of Ireland, received a licence to preach, and was just on 
the point of settling down as the minister of a small presby- 
terian congregation, when it was suggested to him by some 
gentlemenidiving in the neighbourhood of Dublin to start a 
private academy in that cj^ty. In this occupation he seems 
to have been eminently successful. At Dublin his literary 
accomplishments soon made him generally known, and he 
appears io have rapidly formed the acquaintancebf the more 
notable persona, lay and> ecclesiastical, who then resided in the 
metropolis of Ireland. Among these are specially to be noted 
Lord Molesworth, already known to the reader as the friend 

.’f 

* See Fraser’s BwJeeleg ia Blackwood’s Series of 
Claan^t Ft.it., oh. 5.1!he coirespond^oe between Berkeley and Sir J(^n 
Peroiral, fiom which I have derived the in&nnatiQn given in the ieki, 
has been reeentbr brought to light by Professor Fraser, and ia an ijcci- 
portant oontribnfion to Berkeley’s htographj. 
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and correftpondont of Shaftesbuiy, who assisted him with 
adtrice and criticism in his festheiic and philosophical inquiries, 
and Archbishop King>, author of the well-known work J)e 
Otiffine Mali, who, to his great honour, steadily resisted all 
attempts to prosecute Hutcheson in the archbishop’s court for 
keepinjg' a school without having previously subscribed to the 
ecdesiastioal canons and obtained the episcopal licence. 
'WJien the two first Essays were published, Lord Carteret, after¬ 
wards Lord Granville, was Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. He 
was so struck with their merits that he took pains to find out 
the author, and afterwards invariably treated him with 
the most distinguishing marks of familiarity and esteem. 
Another friond was Dr. Synge, afterwards Bishop of^Elphin, 
who assisted him to revise his pa 2 >ers. Hutcheson’s relations 
with the clergy of the Established Church, especially with tho 
archbishops of Armagh and Dublin, Boulter and King, seem 
to have been of tho most cordial description ; and '' the incli¬ 
nation of his friends to servo him, tho schemes proposed to 
him for obtaining^ promotion,” &c., of which his biographer 
speaks, probably refer to some ofiers of preferment, on con¬ 
dition of his accepting episcopal ordination. Those ofiers, 
however, of whatever nature they might be, were unavailing; 
'' neither the love of riches nor of the elegance and grandeur 
of human life prevailed so for in his breast as to make him 
offer the lea4lt violence to his inward sentiments.” 

While residing in Dublin, Hutcheson published anony¬ 
mously the four essays by which he still remains best known, 
namely, the^ik^iiiry coneerning Beauty, Order, Harmony, 
Meityn, and the Inyuiry eoneemOly Moral Good and Evil, in 
and tbeilfosay on Ue Nature and Conduoi of the Paemne 
and Affrotdone, and lUuetraUone upon the Moral Sense, in 1728. 
The original ritle of the former work (which reached a second 
edition In tho neact year) waa^An Ing^irp into the Original 
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of our Ideas of 'Beauty and Virtue in two Treatises^ in which 
ike Brinciplee of the late Bari of Shaftealmry are ejtplained 
and defended against the Author of the Fable of the Bees ; and 
the Ideas of Moral Good and Evil are cstaUished, according to 
the Sentiments of the Ancient Moralists, with an attempt io' 
introduce a Matfmmtkal Calculation on subjects of Moralilg, 
The alterations and additions made in the second edition oi‘ 
these Essays were published in a separate form in 17S^0. To 
the period of his Dublin residence are also to be referred the 
"Thoughts ou Laughter" (a criticism of Hobbes) and the 
“ Observations on the Fable of the Bees/^ being in all six 
letters contributed to Ilibemicus* Letters, a periodical which 
appeared in Dublin, 1725-27 (2d cd., 1734). At the end of 
the same period occurred the controversy in the columns of 
the London Journal with Mr. Gilbert Burnet (probably the 
second son of Dr. Gilbert Burnet, bishop of Salisbury), on 
the " True Foundation of Virtue or Moral Goodness." All 
these letters wore collected in one volume, and published by 
Foulis, Glasgow, 1772. 

Of tlie admirable little treatise on Laughter, as 1 shall 
have no opportunity of recurring to it, I shall here offer a 
brief account. Hobbes had maintained that Laughter, like 
all other emotions, has its roots in selhshness. "Suddeu 
gloiy is the passion which makeih those grimaces called 
Laughter; and it is caused either by some sudden act of 
their own, that pleaseih them, or by the apprehension of some 
deformed thing in another, by comparison whereof they sud¬ 
denly applaud themselves. And it is incidenl^ost to those 
that are conscious of the fewest abilities in tliemselves; who 
are forced to keep themselves in their own favour by observing 
the imperfections of other men." ^ " Itf says Hutcheson, 

’ LeviathOKt Pfc. I. ch. 6. €F Mumm Nature, ok. 9. ** The pasKleo 
of laughter is oofihmg rise bat sudden gloty arisiag fiom eoine Bud^en 
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" Mr- Hobbos' opinion bo just/’ then, first, ** there can bo no 
laughter on any occasion where we notice no comparison of 
ourselves to others, or of our present state to a worse state, or 
where wo do not observe some superiority of ourselves above 
'some other thing; and, again, it must follow that every 
sudden appearance of superiority over another must excite 
laughter, when we attend to it.” He then proceeds, by a 
number of examples, to show that both these conse<iuences, 
and, therefore, the supposition on which they are based, arc 
false. Thus, in the case of parody and burlesque allusion, 
which so frequently occasion laughter, there is often the 
bighoBt fooling of vener&Uon for the words or acts parodied 
or alluded to. Humorous applications of texts of Scripture 
are often quite as much enjoyed by orthodox and pious people 
as by unbelievers. As regards the second consequence, if it 
bo true, «it must be a vor 7 merry state in wbicb a fine gen- 
tloman is, when well dressed, in his coach, he passes our 
streets, where he will.see so many ragged beggars, and 
porters and chairmen sweating at their labour, on every side 
of him. It is a great pity that we had not an infirmary or 
lazar-houso to retire to in cloudy weather, to get on afternoon 
of laughter at these inferior objects.” Hobbes might have 
replied to this latter argument by saying that the sense of 
the ludicrous is, in this instance, overpowered by what is at 
the moment a much stronger feeling, the feeling of pity. 
There can be no question, however, that Hutcheson is right 
in his main contention, and that the reflection on our own 
superiority, i^p^ether to others or to our past selves, is by no 
means an invariable, or even a very frequent, accompaniment 
of laighter. 

eeaeeptioDof «»me eminenoy ia ourselves, by comparison with tbe in* 
fkmiiy of others or with our own fomerfy; for men laugh at the follies 
of themsslves past, when they oome suddenly to remembmnee, except 
they bring with thSni any present dishonour.'* 
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Hutoheson^s own theory is th«£F laughter arises on the 
' observation of contrast. *^That then which seems generally 
the cause of laughter is the bringing together of images 
which have contrary additional ide^, as well as some re- 
semblanee in the princi|>al idea; this contsast between ideas 
of grandeur^ dignity, sanctity, perfection, and ideas of mean* 
ness, baseness, profanity, seems to be the very spirit of bur¬ 
lesque, and the greatest part of our raillery and jest are 
founded upon it. We find ourselves also moved to laughter 
by an overstraining of wit, by bringing resemblances from 
subjects of a quite different kind from the subject to which 
they are compared. When we see, instead of the easiness 
and natural resemblance which constitutes true wit, a forced 
straining of a likeness, our laughter is apt to arise; as also, 
when the only resemblance is not in the idea but in the 
sound of the words. And this is the matter of laughter in 
the pun.” 

Setting aside purely physical causes of laughter, such as 
tickling and hysteria, and also the spontaneous laughter, 
which is one of IRie outlets of over-excited emotion, as, for 
instance, of sudden joy or of exuberant animal spirits, it may 
be maintained that the perception of contrast, in some form 
or other, is an invariable condition of laughter. As Mr. Bain^ 
has pointed out, there are, however, many kinds of contrast 
or incongruity which do not excite laughter; such, for in¬ 
stance, as a decrepit man under a heavy burden, an instrument 
out of tune, a corpse at a banquet, a fislsehood, parental cruelty, 
filial ingratitude. What, then, are the kinds q( incongruity 
which provoke laughter? 1 should be inclined to arran^ 
them under two heads: the ludicrous, properly so called, and 
the mere fhtstration of expectation or, in other words, 
CKxmrrenee of the unexpected. Mr. Bain maintains that 

* Bida «Di md tAe Will. Ibaolicns, oh« 14 
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** the occeeicm of the mdicrous ie the degradatioipi of some 
pemon or interest possessing dignity^ in circtunstances that 
excite no other strong emotion/^ And Mr. Herbert Speneerj 
, in his very interesting hrticle on the Physiology of Laughter 
(^amilla»*s Msigazine, Maroh 1860; reprinted m fksdys, 
vot i.), says, "Laughter naturally results only when con¬ 
scious^ is unawares transferred from great things to small-— 
only when there is what we may call a deicending incongruity." 
While admitting these as adequate accounts of the sentiment 
which we strictly designate as a sense of the ludicrous, it 
seems to me that the contrast involved in mere surprise, or, as 
I have called it, the frustration of expectation or the occurrence 
of the unexpected, is c^ten an occasion of laughter. Thus we 
often '^^ugh, when an unexpected turn is given to a word or 
sentence, even though it suffers no degradation in the change. 
And sometimes, when a player is suddenly and expectedly 
beaten in a game of chance, or even when there is an extra¬ 
ordinary run of luck, the bystanders will burst into uproarious 
merriment, directed not so much at the discomfiture of the 
loser as at the strangmiess of the event. Sgain, we all know 
how diUdren laugh at the game of " hide and seek,^' and how 
even grown-up people will laugh, when they discover that 
they have been “playing," as the phrase goes, “at cross- 
imrpQses." Of course, t^ surprise must never be such as 


to evoke disagreeable feelings,, but it appears to me that, 
when tiins is not the case, the mere surpnse occasioned by a 
string ocmtrast, without any d^ from great thin^ to 
eim^, temperaments, quite sufiloieDt to 4ioit 


v ^ is stated by Hutcheson with gmat 

, ai^ object, ei^er good or eviL is 

vioknee of our pasihms, or an 


or Isar, the.apidication of 
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the readiest way to bring down oSr high imaginations to a 
conformity with the real moment or importance of the affai^. 
Eidionle gives onr minds, as it were, a bend to the contrary 
side j so that, upon reflection, they may be more capable of 
settling in a just conformity with nature." 

The main motive of the letters on Laughter is to show the 
inSufflciency of Hobbes’ ethical theory to account for the 
obvious facts of hunflin nature. 

In 1729 Hutcheson was, elected, without any solicitation, 
we are told, on his part, as the successor of his old master, 
Gerschom Carmichael, to the chair of moral philosophy in 
the University of Glasgow. It is curious that up to this 
time both his essays and letters had all been published anony* 
mously, though their authorship appears to have been perfectly 
well known. In 1730 he entered on the duties of his office, 
delivering an inaugural lecture (afterwards published), De 
NaHrali Homiimm Socialitate, The,proBj)ect of being de¬ 
livered from the miscellaneous drudgery of school work, and 
of securing increased leisure for the pursuit of hia ffivourite 
studies, occasion! an almost boisterous outburst of joy 
laboriosissimis, mihi, atque molestissimis negotiis implicito, 
exigua admodum erant ad bonas literas aut mentem polendam 
otia; non levi igitur Isetitia commovebar cum almam matfem 
Academiam me, suum oltm alumnum, in libertatem asseruisse 
audivmram." And yet the works on which Hutcheson’s 
reputation was to rest had already been published. 

The rest of Hutcheson’s life was mainly spent in the 
assiduous performance of the duties of his professordMl^, 
including, of coarse, the preparation of lectures ffir his 
"^daases. Eive days a week he lectured on Natural Beligiohj 
Moi^s, Jurisprudence, and Government. Three days a we^ 
he lectured on riie Greek and Larin Horalists. On Suriday 
he leeiuxed on the evidences and distinctive t^ets 
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of Christianity, ** taking his views of its doctrines/^ we are 
told, “ from the original records of the New Testament, and 
not from the party*tenets or scholastic systems of ipodern 
ages/^ This was the most crowded of his lectures, being 
attended by students ihdifTcrently from every faculty. His 
reputation as a teacher attracted many young men, belonging 
to dissenting families, from England and Ireland, and he 
appears to have enjoyed a well-deserved popularity among 
both his pupils and his colleagues. One of his pupils, it may 
be mentioned, was Adam Smith, who subsequently occupied 
the same chair. As a lecturer, Hutcheson had a persuasive 
manner, emd drew from a fund of natural eloquence, which, 
together with his stores of knowledge, rendered him one of 
the most masterly and engaging teachers of his generation.* 
Though the subjects of his lectures were, in the main, the 
same every season, students would often attend them for four, 
five, or six years together* Then he had that indispensable 
qualification of a successful teacher, that iutercourHe with 
young men was a delight rather than a trouble to him. In 
conversation, be di8l)layed great skill, and discovered such a 
rcadiniss of thought, clearness of expression, and extent of 
knowledge, on almost every subject that could be started, as 

^ Dogald Stewart, in his Account of the I4fe and Writings of Adam 
Smith, Bays that Hutcheson's talents, as a public speaker, must have 
been Q(a far higher order than those which he displayed as a writer; 

all his pntdb whom I have happened to meet with (some of them, 
eerfeainly, very competent jndgfes) having agreed enotly with eaoh other 
iojhrir aecoonts of the extraordinary impression which they made on the 
mmda of his hearers." After expressing his decided preference for the 
JBcHtge over Ike posibnmoas work, Stewart adds; *'His great and 
desert fsine, however, rests now chiefiy on the traditionary history of 
a 1^ aeademioal leotozesr which appear to have contributed very power^y 
to difibse, in Sootlandf that taste for analytical disensston, and that spirit 
of liberal inqnlly, to whicA the world is indebted fes: some of the most 
valnable prodnofions of the eighteenth centniy.’* 
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gave delight to all who heard him. A remarkable yivaoity 
of thought and expression; a perpetual flow of ohcerfhlness 
and good-will; and a visible air of inward happiness; mode 
him the life and genius of society; and spread an enlivening 
influence everywhere around him. He was gay and pleasant, 
full of mirth and raillery; familiar and communicative to the 
last degree; and utterly free from all stateliness or aflectaiion.” 
To the poorer students ho was always open-handed, assisting 
them with money or openin^i^ his lectures to them without fees. 
Though somewhat quick-tempered; he was remarkable for his 
warm feelings and generous impulses. "Ho was all bene¬ 
volence and aflcction;’’ says Dr. Lcechman; '' none who saw 
him could doubt of it; his air and countenance bespoke it. 
It was to such a degree his prevailing temper that it gave a 
tincture to his writings, which were perhaps as much dictated 
by his heart as his head ; and if there was any need of an 
apology for the stress that in his scheme seems to be laid 
upon the friendly and public afleotions; the prevalence of 
them in his own temper would at least form an amiable one." 

Hutcheson's studies appear to have ranged over a wide 
field. They included, besides the subjects peculiar to his 
chair; the Latin and Greek Classics, llebreW; Theology, 
Natural Philosophy and Mathematics, Civil and Ecclesiastical 
Hietory, the history of the arts and sciences. The study of 
Greek; which had &lleu into great neglect, was revived in 
Glasgow mainly through his influence. Tn those days, when 
the accumulation of books on any one subject was compara¬ 
tively small, and simpler social habits left to studious men 
more leisure than they are now usually fortunate enough to 
obtain, this union of excellence in a variety of subjects was 
by no means rare, llie cases of Descartes, Xjeibnita, and 
Newton will at onco occur to the reader as striking illus¬ 
trations of this fhet. 
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The disinterestedness which Hutcheson displayed in all 
that ooncemed his own fortunes is shown by his declining an 
offer of the Professorship of Moral Philosophy at Edinb|irgh. 
Not only was this a more lucrative appointment than the one 
which he held, but ho would have had the advantages which 
attend residence in a capital and the opportunity of entering 
a much more distinguished circle of acquaintances than was 
open to him in Glasgow. He was content^ however, with his 
position and surroundings, and remained where he was, in the 
quiet discharge of his duties, till his death in 1746. When 
he died, Hutcheson was in his fifty-third year. He had 
hitherto, with the ea:ccption of occasional attacks of gout, 
enjoyed excellent health, but was carried off prematurely by 
a fever. Soon after his settlement in Dublin, he married a 
Miss Wilson, daughter of a gentleman of fortune and position. 
He left one son. Dr. Prancis Hutcheson, who followed the 
medical profession. " If any one,” says his biographer, 
should wish to know anything about Dr. Hutcheson's 
external form, it may be said it was an image of his mind. 
A stature above middle size, a gesture and manner negligent 
and oa^, but decent and manly, gave a dignity to his appear¬ 
ance. His complexion was fair and sanguine, and his features 
regular. His countenance and look bespoke sense, ^irit, 
kindness, and joy of heart. His whole person and maimer 
raised a strong prejudice in his favohr at first sight." Not¬ 
withstanding, however, all these advantages of person, dis¬ 
position, address, and acquirements, he was not without his 
detractors. Theological party*8pirit, at that time, ran high 
in Scotland, and the known liberality of his religious views, 
^ and his zeal for civil and religious freedom, caused him to be 
looked upon with a certain amount of suspicion and disfiivuur. 
tt is implied by his biographer that he made no attempt to 
disarm hosUli^, either by any reserve in Communicating his 
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opimond or by studying moderation in the expression of 
them; in other words^ that he had the courage of his con¬ 
victions. 

In addition to the works already named^ the following were 
published during;, Hutcheson’s lifetimea pamphlet entitled 
Considerations on FatronageSf addressed to the Gentlemen of 
ScotUmd, 1735; PhilosopJiitB Moralis Instituiio Compendtaria^ 
Mhices ei dnnspradentics Naiuralis Elements continens, Idb, 
IIL, Glasgow^ Foulis^ 1743; Metaphyska Synopsis Onkloyiam 
et Fneumatologiam compleetens, Glasgow^ Foulis, 1743. The 
last work was published anonymously. The pamphlet on. 
Patronages is directed against the patronages vested in the 
Crown and private patrons^ as restored by the Act of 1711> 
and advocates the restitution of ecclesiastical appointments to 
the heritors and elders, on the ground that they represent the 
feelings and opinions of the more influential parishioners. 

After his death, his son, Francis, Hutcheson, M.B., pub¬ 
lished in two volumes, quarto, what js much the longest, 
though by no means the most interesting, of his works, A 
System of Moral Philosophy^ in Three Boohs, London, 1766. 
To this is prefixed a life of the author, by Br. William 
Leechman, professor of divinity in the university of 
Glasgow. The only remaining work that we are able to 
assign to Hutcheson is a small treatise on Logic, which, 
according to his biograp||er/was not designed for the public 
eye,^' but which was published by Foulis at Glasgow in 
1764. Th^ compendium, together with the Compendium of 
Metaphysics, was republished at Strasburg in 1773. 

Of all t^ese wntings, however, those alone on which 
.Hutdieson’s philosophical reputation rests are the fon^ ^umys, 
and perhaps the letters, all published during his r^denhe in 
*Bab]^. To the more distinctive features of his philosophical 
^tem, so &r iw they may be ga^ered &om ^ese aUd his 
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other worksj I shall proceed to draw attention in the two 
next chapters. 

The original editions of Hutcheson’s various works have 
been already mentioned. Several additions and alterations 
were.made in the second edition (1726) of the Inquiry into 

Original qf, eur Ideas qf Beauty and Virtue. This^ as 
^ell as most of his other works^ passed through various 
editions. Of the System of Moral BAilosophy^ however, 
published after Hutcheson’s death, there is, 1 believe, one 
edition only. Notices of Hutcheson occur in most histories, 
both of philosophy generally and of moral philosophy in 
particular, as, for instance, in part vii. of Adam Smith’s 
Theory of Moral Sentiments; Mackintosh’s Progress of Ethical 
Philosophy; Cousin, Cours d*IIistoire de la Philosophic Morale 
du XVlIIihne Svecle; Whewell’s Lectures on the History of 
Moral Philosophy in Inland; Bain’s Mental and Moral 
Scwtce j Dr. Noah Better’s Appendix to the English trans* 
lation of Ueberwe^’s ^History of Philosophy; Mr. Leslie 
Stephen’s History of English Thought in ike Eighteenth Century, 
&c. Of Dr. Leechman’s Biography of Hutcheson I have 
already spoken. Professor Veitch gives an interesting 
account of his professorial work in Glasgow, Mind, Yol. ii. 
209 *— 211 . 
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CHAPTER II. 

HUTCHESON^S ETHICAL THEORY, 

In the publication of the first two essays^ Hutcheson acted 
quite rightly in connecting his name on the title-page with 
that of Shaftesbury. There are no two names^ perhaps^ in 
the history of English moral philosophy, which stand in a 
closer connexion. The analogy drawn between beauty and 
virtue, the Unctions assigned to the moral sense, the position 
that the benevolent feelings form an original and irreducible 
part of our nature, and the unhesitating adoption of the 
principle that the test of virtuous action is its tendency to 
promote the general welfare, or good of the whole, are at 
once obvious and fundamental points of agreement between 
the two authors. ^ 

According to Hutcheson, man. has a variety of senses, 
internal as well as external, reflex as well as direct, the general 
definition of a sense being "any determination of our minds 
to receive ideas independently on our will, and to have per¬ 
ceptions of pleasure and pain.^’^ He does not attempt to 
give an exhaustive enumeration of these " senses/* but, in 
various parts of his works, he specifies, besides the five external 
senses commonly recognized (which, he rightly hints, might 
be added to) ^*—*(1) consciousness, by which each man has a 

* Euay oa the Eaiare imd Conduct of the Paasiont, Seat. 1> 

^ Hutcheson hate anthniiates a great improvement in the daandeattons 
pf psychology. To the " five Senses,** oomtuonly ao oalledf racent pay- 
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perception of himself au4 of ell that ia^going on in his own 
mind;* (2) the sense of beauty; (3) a public sense^or sensus 
communis^ a determination to be pleased with the happiness 
of others and to be uneasy at their misery 'T (4) the moral 
sensOi or moral sense of Wuty in actions and affections, by 
which we perceive virtue^or vice, in ourselves or others;” 
(5) a sense of honour, or praise and blame, ** which makes the 
, approbation or gratitude of others the necessary occasion of 
^lea^ure, and their dislike, condemnation, or resentment of 
injuries done by us the occasion of that uneasy sensation 
Cfdled shame (6) a sense of the ridiculous. It is plain, as 
the author confesses, that there may be. other perc^tions, 
distinct from all these classes," and, in fact, there seems to be 
no limit to the number of senses " in which a psychological 
division of this kind might result. Thus, he makes veracity 
the object of a special sense. " In this important matter, we 
have very manifest indications of what God requires of us, in 


ohologvts add various other physical or corporeal senses, by the action of 
which a great part of our conscious life is built up. Hr. Iiewes 
{Erohlems of Lfe and Mind, Yol. i., p. 132) these are called the 
** Systemic S^ses, because distributed through the system at large, 
inst^ of being localized in eye, ear, tongue, &G.f and are classified as 
the Ifutririve, Bespiratory, Generative, mid Muscular Senses, As 
esamplles of the first, he givif the feelings accompanying secretion, 
elusion, hut^er, thirst, &c. “ The feelings of suffocation, oj^maNulon, 
Bghtu^, Jk6„ belong to the second. The sexiud and maternal feedings 
to the third; while those of the fi>urth enter as elements into all 
tks othen^’" recognition of this last class, the Muscular Feedingi, 
whose <hai»cteristie is the oonsclousnese of energy promoted or impaired, 

, at opise hitroda^ a wide difference between the rid psyrimlogy and the 
hew, and mtly adds to the material at onr disposal finr the oonstructioa 
; of the development of our cognitive and sentient 


¥ 
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t ^ Bimaua qhidani Intnmua, nut oonsdentia, oiyua ope nota aunt ,ea 
oihriiwqW^ln hae aaimi vi se novit quisque, esique 

ashHnu ha^ ' ^^"senim ^ ls regarded 

ittlomal atipiad.; ' 
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the very etrueture of our nitture; Anjimmediate sense seems to 
recommend that use of speech which the common interest re¬ 
quires. In our tender years we are naturally prone to discover 
candidly all we know. We have a natural aversion to all false¬ 
hood and dissimulation^ until we exj^rience some inconveniency 
from this opennesss of hearty which we at first approve.^' * 

Of these " senses ” that which plays the most Important 
part in Hutcheson’s ethical system is the ''moral sense.’'^ 
It is this which pronounces immediately on the character 
of actions and afTections, approving of those which are 
virtuous^ and disapproving of those which are vicious. 

" This moral sense from its very nature appears to be designed 
for regulating and controlling all our powers. This dignity 
and commanding nature we are immediately conscious of, as 
we are conscious of the power itself. Nor can such matters 
of immediate feeling be otherways proved but by appeals to 
our hearts.” ^ His principal design,” he says in the preface 
to the two first treatises, is to show that human nature was 
not left quite indifierent in the affair of virtue, to form to 
itself observations concerning the advantage or disadvantage 
of actions, and accordingly to regulate its conduct. The 
weakness of our reason, and the avocations arising from the 
infirmity and necessities of our nature are so great that very 
few men could ever have formed those long deductions of 
' reason, wkinh show some actions to be in the whole advan¬ 
tageous to the agent, and their contraries pernicious. The 
Author of nature has. much better furnished us for a virtuous 
condu^ than our moralists seem to imagine, hy almost as 
qTtiok and powerful instructions as we have for the preservation 

* Moralit Imiituiio Compendiaria. Lib. 11., cap* 10, 

§k 

* EUlo 00 ph^f Book L, oh. 4. These axe shuost fhe 
eaaet words eiajployed hy Bidibr, when speaking of oonacienoe. Bee 

to the Sermons, and Sermons XLjr Il£ 
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of our bodies. He has made virtue a lovely form^ to excite 
our pursuit of it^ and has given us strong afiPections to be tbe 
springs of each virtuous action.” Passing over the appeal to 
final causes involved in this and similar passages, as well as 
the .assumption that the '^^oral sense has had no g^rowthor 
hislbry^ but was implanted ” in man exactly in the condition 
in 'which |t is now to be found among the more civilized races, 
an assumption common to the systems of both Hutcheson and 
Butler, it may be remarked that the employment of the term 
" sense ” to designate the approving or disapproving faculty 
has a tendency to obscure the real nature of the process which 
goes on in an act of moral approbation or disapprobation. For, 
as is so clearly established by Hume,^ this act really consists 
of two parts :'*-one an act of deliberation, more or less pro¬ 
longed, resulting in an intellectual judgment; the other a 
refiex feeling, probably instantaneous, of either satis&ction or 
repugnance—of satisfaction at actions of a certain class which 
we denominate as good or virtuous, of dissatisfaction or 
repugnance at actions of another class which we denominate 
as bad or vicious. By the intellectual part of this process we 
refer the action or habit to a certain class, and invest it with 
certain characteristics; but no sooner is the intelleotusd 
process completed than there is excited in us a feeling sic^ilar 
to that which myriads of actions and habits of the same class, 
ot deemed to be of the same class, have excited in us on former 


bccasiopi. Now, supposing the latter part of iluB process to 
he mstantaneous, uniform, and exempt from error, the former 
cert^ly is pot. All mankind may, apart from their selfish 
Interns, strove of that which is virtuous or makes for the 
but surely they entertain the most widely 
to their own judgmeut, would 


V ^ Mw pMiwgss pp. 22&*7* Cp. Bnmn^ X^setares on 
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frequently arrive at directly opposite conclusions as to the 
nature of the particular actions and habits which fall hnder 
this class. IThis distinction is undoubtedly recognised by 
HutchesoUj as it could hardly fail to be, in his analysis of 
the mental process preceding moral action^ nor does he in¬ 
variably ignore it^ even when treating of the moral appro¬ 
bation or disapprobation which is subsequent on action. 
Witness the following passages Men have reason given 
them^ to judge of the tenancies of their actions, that they 
may not stupidly follow the first appearance of public good; 
but it is stiU some appearance of good which they pursue.'^^ 
*'A ]1 exciting reasons presuppose instincts and affections; 
and the justifying presuppose a moral sense."® When we 
say one is obliged to an action, we either mean—( 1 ) that the 
action is necessary to obtain happiness to the agent, or to 
avoid misery; or ( 2 ) that every spectator, or he himself upon 
reflection, must approve his action, and disapprove his omitting 
it, if he considers fully all its circumstances. The former 
meaning of the word obligation presupposes selfish afiections, 
and the senses of private happiness; the latter meaning 
includes the moral sense." ® Notwithstanding these passages, 
'^ however, it remains true that Hutcheson, both by the phrases 
which he employs to designate the moral faculty, and by the 
language in which he ordinarily describes the process of moral 
approbation, has done much to favour that loose and popular 
view of morality which, ignoring the difficulties that often 
attend our moral decisions, and ^e necessity of deliberation 
and reflection, encourages hasty resolves and impulsive judg» 
mehts. The term moral sense " (which, it will be remem- 
i^red, had already be^ employed by Shaftesbuxy), if in* 

^ laquixy cchedming Moral Good and Bril, Sect. 4 
IfinshMitioaa on the Moral Senas, Beet. 1. 
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variably coupled with the term ^^morat judgment,’^ would 
opeU%» little objection; but, taken alone, ae designating the 
complex process of moral approbation, it is liable to lead not 
only to serious misapprehension, but to grave practical errors. 
For> if eacb man^s decisions are solely the result of an imme¬ 
diate intuition of the moral sense, why be at any pains to 
test, correct, or review them ? Or why educate a faculty 
whose decisions are infallible? The expression has, in fact, 
the fault of most metaphorical terms; it leads to an exaggera¬ 
tion of the truth which it is intended to suggest 


'Ti 

But, though Hutcheson usually describes the moral faculty 
as acting instinctively and immediately, he does not, like 
Butler, confound the moral faculty with the moral standard. 
The test or criterion of right action is with Hutcheson, as 
with Shaftesbury, its tendency to promote the general welfare 
of mankind. " That we may see how Love or Benevolence is the 
foundation of all apprehended excellence in social virtues, let 
us only observe that, amidst the diversity of sentiments on 
this head among various sects, this is still allowed to be the ' 
way of deciding the controversy about any disputed practice, 
namely, to inquire whether this conduct, or the contrary, will# 
most effectually promote the public good. The morality is 
immediately acl^usted, when the natural tendency, or induenoe 
of the action upon the universal natural good of mankind, ia 
agreed upon, ^at which produces more good than evU in 
the Whole is acknowledged good^ and what does not^ is 
couilt^ evil. In this case, we no other way regard the good. 

, nf the actorj or that of those who are Ihus inquiring, than as 
>vthey ^ part of the great intern. |n our late debates 
,abotit Bs^ve Obedience and the right of Eee^^oe 
: i defmce of privBege^ the point disputed among men of sense 

.iM. S . M. -4 ' ^ * m » • ' « « >... -• « 
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with greater natural eil&e than temporary insurrections^ when 
ftrivileges are invaded; and not, wheth&r what tended in the 
whole to the public natural good, was also morally good/' 
^^In comparing the moral qualities of actions, in order to 
regelate our election among various actions proposed, or to 
find which of them has the greatest moral excellency, we are 
led by our moral sense of virtue to judge thus—^that, in equal 
degrees of happiness expected to proceed from the action, the 
virtue is in proportion to the.number of persons to whom the 
happiness shall extend (and here the dignity or moral import¬ 
ance of persons may compensate numbers), and, in equal 
numbers, the virtue is as the quantity of the happiness or 
natural good ; or that the virtue is in a compound ratio of 
the quantity of good and number of enjoyers. In the same 
manner, the moral evil, or vice, is as the degree of misery and 
number of sufferers; so that that action is best which pro¬ 
cures the greatest happiness for the greatest numbers, and 
that worst which, in like manner, occasions miseiy/' ^ What 
was subsequently called the utilitarian standard is here un¬ 
hesitatingly adopted by Hutcheson; and it is curious to 
notice that he actually empbys the very phrase which became 
so celebrated in the mouth of Bentham, though afterwards 
reduced by that writer to the more simple expression greatest 
happiness.” 

*nie controversy with Mr. Gilbert Burnet ” concerning the 
true foundation of Virtue or Moral Goodness” proceeds 
throughout on the assumption of the troth of what would now 
be ctdled the Utilitarian or Greatest Happiness Theory. 
The only question between the disputants is whether the 
^ ultimate prineiple of action is given by a sentiment, as is 
maintained by Hutcheson, or by an intuition of the reason, as 

^ l^airy otmonahig Hoial Good and Brih Soet 9 . 
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is held by his opponent. Hntcheson^'theoiy is well summed 
up in the following passage :— ^ 

Ask a being who has selfish affections^ why he pursues 
wealth? He will assign this truth as his exciting re^on^ 
Hhat wealth furnishes pleasures or happiness/ Ask again, 
why be desires his own happiness or pleasure? 1 cannot 
diyine what proposition he would^ assign as the reason moving 
him to it. This is indeed a true proposition^ ^ There is a 
quality^n his nature moving him to pursue happiness/ but 
it is this quality or instinct in his nature which moves him^ 
and not this ..proposition. Just so this is a truth, 'tha^a 
certain medicine cures an ague/ but it is not a propositmh 
which cures the ague^ nor is it any reflection or knowledge of 
our own natnre which excites us to pursue happiness. If 

this being have also public affections ; what are the exciting 
reasons for observing faith, or hazarding his life in war ? He 
%ill assign this truth os a reason,' Such conduct tends to the 
good of mankind.' Go a step farther, why does he pursue 
the good of mankind ? If his affections be really disinterested, 
without any selfish view, he has no exciting reason; the * 
public good is an ultimate end to this series of desii^." ^ 

We must be careful, however, to distinguish between mere 
Natural ^ood and J)hat which is properly denominated , litoral 
Qood, which, besides bringing us. advantage, also elioiti our 
moral approbation, ** That the perceptions of Moral Good 
and Bvii are perfectly different fh>m those of Natural pood, 
or Advantage, every one must convince himself, by refleetiiig 
. upon the different maimer in which he finds himself affected 
wb^ tb^ objects pcchr to him. Had we no sense of good 
disMh^ ^e^advantage or interest arising imm the ex* 

; tes^ sehaes liikd the pem^tions of beauty an^ barmony; 

., our adiamt^n aird toward a fruitful Md, or comoiiodlous 
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habitation! would be ‘^muob the same with what we have 
toward a generous friend, or any noble character. For both 
are, or may be, advantageous to us. And we should no more 
admire any action, or love any person, in a distant country or 
age, whose influence could not extend to us, than we love the 
mountains of Peru, while we are unconcerned in the Spanish 
Trade. .We should have same sentiments and affections 
toward inanimate beings, which we have toward rational 
agents; which yet every one knows to be false. Upon com¬ 
parison, we say, * Why should we admire or love with esteem 
inanimate beings ? They have no intention of Good to us. 
Their nature makes them fit for our uses, which they neither 
know nor study to serve. But it is not so with rational 
agents. They study our interest, and delight in our hap¬ 
piness, and are benevolent toward us.' We are all then 
conscious of the difference between that (iove and Esteem, or 
perception Moral Excellence, whi(di Benevolence exci^ 
toward the person in whom we observe it, and that opinion 
of natural goodness, which only raises desire of possession 
toward the good object." * An action, then, to be morally 
good, must not only be attended with good consequences, but 
also originate in good aflhetions. But the question still 
remains, A^i^t are good affections, and Why do they approve 
themselves to us as such ? Surely, the answer is, that those 
affections are good which promote the general welfare, and 
that^thi^ approve themselves to us, because, by observation 
and on reflection, we discover that they do so. Thus, if any 
' Af^ction, of which we generally approve, is found, when 
pursued to an inordinate degree, or applied to particular 
’ bbjeets, to be attended with evil results, as is the case, for 
instance, with indiscriinlnate charity, misplaced love, ex- 
oessive resentment, or a.blind and injudicious fondness for 
4 Inquiry ooai^isg laid Sect X. 




193 ffUTCmSON. 


childjren^ ii» exercise henceforth becomes to national and 
redeetive per^ns no longer an occasion of praise^ but of 
blame. And yet again it may be asked^ if a tendency to 
promote the general welfare is the only measure even of good 
affections, why are we animated with such different feelingfs 
towkrds' a fertile field or a commodious habitation and a 
generous friend ? Is it not that |re sympathize with the one, 
and not with the other; that we regard our friend as a 
voluntary agent, actuated by motives similar to those by 
which we are ourselves actuated, and evidencing dispositions 
similar to those of which we are conscious in ourselves, when 
our motives and dispositions are such as most approve them* 
selves to us ? But this difference in the rational or irrational, 
the voluntary or involuntary, character of the objects which 
we approve is perfectly compatible with an identical test of 
^cellence. A field^or a habitation may be excellent in its 
Mhd, whatever be the character of its possessor. ^ An act can 
only be morally good, if it be the act of a rational agent, and 
if liie agent, in performing the act, be animated by a virtuous 
disposition; but Hien the only intelligible “fest of a virtuous 
disposition is its tendency to promote the public good. The 
ultimate criterion is the same, however circuitous may be the 
mode of its application, and however different niay be the 


nature of the objects to which it is applied. These eon- 
naderations, 1 think, will be found tcf remove any apparent 
liisctepanoles in the language which Hutcheson r ciipldys, 
Vlien li^i^ing of Uie standard by which our acts are ^ be 
meadtured. T^t i^n||»rd, I do not doubt, he conceived of as 
an the tendency of an act> Or 

; bf ^ which it spmigs, to promote 

akd tb i^iaviate miaeiy, to^ho greatest extmit pos- 
iiibie under existing emmrns^ne^* At the same time, it 

adoption- of, an exitomal' 
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standard, requiring so much care and reflcetiou in its appli¬ 
cation, ought to have led him to see that the moral faculty, 
by which the standard was to be applied, is by no means so 
simple and instinctive os he imagined it to be, and that, 
consequently^ these two parts of his system are in reality 
inconsistent. 

It must not, however, Jbe supposed that Hutcheson in¬ 
variably ignored the necessity of educating the Moral Sense* 
Had he pursued to its consequences^ and more frequently 
attended to, the thought expressed in such a passage as the 
following, in which the moral faculty and tlie moral standard 
are brought into juxtaposition, his system would doubtless 
have been saved from most of the didiculties and incon¬ 
sistencies in which it is now involved. " In governing our 
moral sense, and desires of virtue, nothing is more necessary 
than to study the nature and tendency of human actions $ 
and to extend our views to the whole species, or to Ml 
sensitive naltures, as far as they can be affected by our conduct. 
Our moral sense thus regulated, and constantly followed in 
our actions, may be the most consent source of the most 
stable pleasure.^^ ^ 

As connected with Hutcheson’s adoption of what wo should 
now call utilitarian standard, it may be noticed that he 
proposes a kind of moral algebra, for the purpose of ^*eom- 
piitihg the morality of actions.’^ This calculus occurs in the 
*^lnq%ry concerning Moral Good and £viV* sect. 3. It 
does nothing more than state in symbolical language a. few 
obvious deductions from bis general principles. 

Closely connected with the adoption of the General Goqd 
as tbs morion of xnora^ty is what lias he^ called the " 
Tolentth^y of morals. Hobbes had maintained thisl. all 
* uid Condaet the X^uiribiis, 




194 


HUTCHESON. 


oar Qctionsi howovor disguised under apparent sympathy, have 
their roots in'self-love. Hutcheson, following or ratW ex¬ 
aggerating the doctrine already laid down by Shaftesbury/ 
not only maintains that benevolence is the sole and direct 
BourOo of many of our actions, but, by a not unnatural recoil 
from the repellent tenets of Hobbes, that it is the only 
source of those actions of which, on reflection, we approve 
as virtuous. wo examine all the actions which arc 

accounted amiable anywhere, and inquire into the grounds 

upon which they arc approved, we shall find that, in the 
opinion of the person who approves them, they always appear 
as benevolent, or flowing from love of others and a study of 
their happiness, whether the approver bo one of the persons 
beloved or profited or not; so that all Hiosc kind affections 
which incline us to make others liappy, and all actions sup¬ 
posed to flow from such affections, appear morally good, if, 
while they are benevolent toward some persons, they be not 
pernicious to others. Nor shall we fiud anything amiable 
in any action whatsoever, where there is no benevolence 
imagined; nor in any disposition, or capacity, which is not 
supposed applicable to and designed for benevolent pur¬ 
poses," ^ Consistently with this position, actions which flow 
from self-love only are pronounced to bo morally indifferent: 
** The notions which flow solely from self-love, and yet evi¬ 
dence no want of benevolence, having po hurtful effects tipon 
others, seem perfectly indifferent in a moral sense, and neither 
raise the love or hatred of the observer.” ^ But surely^ by 
the common consent of civilized men, prudence, temperance, 
deanltnessi industry, self-respect, and, in general, the ''per-, 

* Fm Sksflashiuyli statea^t of the ** benevolent theory,’* which is 
» moroqealifled than that of llufehetton, see pp. 6^7, and pp. 72—6. 

* laqtuty eonoeming Moral 0ood and KvU, Sect 8. 

»m 
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sopal virtues/' as they are calW, arc regarded^ and rightly 
regarded^ as fitting objects of moral approbation. This con¬ 
sideration could hardly escape any author, however wedded to 
his own i^stem, and Hutcheson attempts to extricate himself 
from the difficulty by laying down the position that a man 
may jnstly regard himself as a part of the rational system, 
and may thus be, in part, on object of his own benevo¬ 
lence,''®—a curious abuse of terms, which really concedes the 
question at issue. Moreover, he acknowledges that, though 
self-love does not merit approbation, neither, except in its 
extreme forms, does it merit condemnation. do not 

positively condemn those as evil who will not sacrifice their 
private interest to the advancement of the positive good of 
others, unless the private interest be very small and tho 
public good very great." ® The satisfaction of the dictates 
of self-love, too, is one of tho very conditions of the pre¬ 
servation of society. ^'Our reason c^n indeed discover certain 
bounds, within which wo may not only act from self-love 
consistently with the good of the whole, but every mortal's 
acting thus within these bounds for his own good is absolutely 
necessary for the good of the whole; and the want of such 
self-love would be universally pernicious."* Self-love is really 
as necessary to the good of the whole as benevolence,—^as 
that attraction which causes the cohesion of the parts is as 
necessary to the regular state of tho whole as gravitation."^ 
To ptiSss home the inconsistencies involved in these various 
siatements would be a superfluous task. 

Hutcheson's benevolent view of human nature is illustrated 
also by his denying that malevolence is an original principle 

® Inquiry concerning Moral Good and Bril, fiect. 3. 

® lUoBtrations upon the Moral Sense, Sect. 6. 

^ Inquiry concerning Moral Good and Bvil, Sect. 3. 

® Inquiry eoncerning Mond Good and Bvib Sect. 17* 
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in iUo constitution of man, “Perhaps our nature is not 
capable of desirinp^ the misery of any being' calmly, farther 
than it may be necessary to the safety of the innocent; we 
may find, perhaps, that there is no quality in any object 
which would excite in us pare disinterested malice, or calm 
desire of misery for its own sahe,” ® Against this position, 
which is maintained also by Butler,* it might be objected 
that, g^en amongst very young children, wc often find a 
singular and precocious love of cruelty. This is, undoubtedly, 
one of the most curious facts in moral psychology, but it may 
perhaps be accounted for by supposing it to originate in a 
combination of morbid curiosity with an equally morbid love 
of power. 

The ultimate source of moral distinctions is, of course, placed 
by Hutcheson, as it is by Shaftesbury, in the original make 
of human nature. It would be superfluous to quote passages 
to show that the benevolent affections, and the moral sense, 
“ Of determination of our minds to approve every kind affec¬ 
tion, either in ourselves or others, and all publicly useful 
actions which we imagine fiow from such affections/* arc, 
according to lluieheson*s scheme of moral psychology, in* 
capable of analysis into simpler elements. 

In the analysis of the mental process preceding action, 
Hatcbe8oit*s view of the respective provinces of Beasoo and 
Desire is perfectly just. Our ends are suggested by the 
emotional part of our nature, while Keason discovers the 

* Oa ite Kstaie sad Caadaet of the Passioni, Sect 3. * 

* Bertnen IX Besentmant being out of the case, there is not, 
* pfoperly speaking, any sneh thing as Ubvill In one man towards 

another.*^ If ifass position be true, there seems to be no adequate teason 
for confltting It to cor Mings towards other human beings. 
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means for their attainment/ Wa have indeed many* con¬ 
fused harangues on this subject^ Mhng ns,' We have two 
principles of action,—reason and affection or passion; the 
former in common with angels, the latter with brutes: no 
action is wise, or good, or reasonable, to which we arc not 
excited by reason, as distinct from all affections; or, if any 
such actions as flow from affections be good, it is only by 
chance, or materially and not formally/ As if indeed reason, 
or the knowledge of the relations of things, could excite to 
action when we proposed no end, or as if ends could be 
inbinded without desire or affection.” “ “ We may transiently 
observe what has occasioned the use of the word reasonable, 
as an epithet of only virtuous actions. Though we have 
instincts determining us to desire ends, without supposing 
any previous reasoning; yet it is by use of our reason -that 
we find out the means of obtaining onr ends. When we do 
not \ise^ur reason, we often are disappointed of our end* Wo 
therefore call those actions which are effectual to their ends 
reasonable, in one sense of that word/'^ 

Any direct disenssion of the vexed question of liberty and 
necessity appears to be carefully avoided in Hutcheson's pro¬ 
fessedly ethical works. But, in the Synopm Metaphyniemy he 
touches on it in no less than three places, briery stating both 
sides of the question, but evidently inclining to that which 
he designates as the opinion of the Stoics in opposition to 
what be designates as opinion of the Peripatetics. This 
is substantially the same as the doctrine propound^ by 

' F<Mr alible detailedanrijsia, see pp. 79—81, where I havediscwisedi^e 
same suld^t in relation to Sha^bnry. Hat^eaon hiinself pnrsnea the 
analysis into some detail, in his ‘'Jjetteie ooneerning thelVue Foundation 
of,Virtwe.V 

V* Illustratioiui upon the Horal SensO» Soci 1. : 
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Hobbes and Locko (to th# latter of whom Hntcbeson refers in 
a note), namely, that oqr will is determined by motives in 
conjunction with our g^enoral character and habit of mind, 
and that the only true liberty is the liberty of acting as we 
will| not the liberty of willing as we will. Though, however, 
his leaning is clear, he carefully avoids dogmatizing, and 
speaks of the difficulty as one which has always vexed the 
minds of pious and learned men, and on which both sides 
appeal in vain to our internal sense [that is to say conscious- 
nessj.^ As a practical conclusion, he earnestly deprecates 
the angry controversies and bitter dissensions to which*^the 
discussions on this subject had given rise. 

On the independent character of Morality as a science, 
and on the various sanctions of conduct, less is said by 
Hutcheson than by Shaftesbury, though the two writers arc 
in substantial agreement. Hutcheson's whole iroatinont of 
morals proceeds on the assumption that they constitute an 
independent branch of investigation, and in the Illustrations 
upon the Moral Sense” there is a special section,® directed 
against those who imagine that, to make an action virtuous, 
it is necessary that the agent should have previously known 
his action to be acceptable to tiie Deity, and have undertaken 
it chiefly with design to please or obey him.” Human 
Daws/' he says elsewhere,^ " may be called good, because of 
their conformity to the Divine. But to call the laws of 
the Supreme Deity good, or holy, or just, if all Goodness, 
Holiness, and Justice he constituted by Iiaws, or the will of 

* Se4 <|usssfl<n)em hanc vmtiasimam, qtm dootoram ei pUbmm iageaia 
semper *torseiKt, atqoe de qua utrinque fraetra ad senettm eqjnsqae 
inhsrnttmpn>ro(»star,jamr^aqttamti8.’* Pan H. 

cap. 3. 

» Sect. 0. 

^ XaqiShy ooneenflag Horal Qood and Bril, Sect. 7. 
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a superior any way levealed* must be an insig^ifioant ** [tbat 
is, a nouHsignificant] i* tautology, amounting to no more than 
this, 'That God wills what he wills.''' In reply to those 
who allege that, " in those actbns of our own which we call 
good, the ground of our approbation, and the motive to them, 
is that we suppose the Deity will reward them," he answers 
that " it is enough to observe that many have high notions 
of Honour, Faith, Generosity, Justice, who have scarce any 
opinions about the Deity, 'or any thoughts of future rewards, 
and that many abhor anything which is treacherous, cruel, or 
unjdst, without any regard to future punishments." ^ More¬ 
over, as he remarks in another place,^ " Benevolence scarce 
deserves the name, when we desire not nor delight in the 
good of others, further than it serves our own ends." Nay, 
on so limited a conception of tlie grounds of moral appro¬ 
bation and the motives to moral action, what right have we 
to ascribe benevolence to the Deity, or to expect Him to 
reward virtue? "Virtue is commonly supposed, upon this 
scheme, to be only a consulting our own happiness in the 
most artful way, consistently with the good of the whole; 
and in Vice the same thing is foolishly pursued, in a manner 
which will not so probably succeed, and which is contrary to 
the good of the whole. But how is the Deity concerncl in 
this whole, if every agent always acts from Self-love ? " On 
the other hand, the higher religious sanction, the love and 
veneration of God, famishes, together with the moral sanction 
strioUy so called, the purest of all motives to the exercise of 
virtue. " This love” is approved by the moral faculty as 
" the grei^est excellence of mind;" and it " is too the most 
useful in the system, since the admiration and love of momt 

3 Inquiry soneemiog IComl Good and £vil, Sapt 1. 

» Sect SJ, Art. 7* 
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perfection is a natural incitement to all good offices.^' ^ It 
may be noticed that, in spesdEing of the sanctions supplied by 
human law, Hutcheson regards thorn as simply preTentive 
and deterrent* Human punishments are only methods of 
self-defence; in which the degrees of guilt are not the proper 
measure, but the necessity of restraining actions for the safety 
of tile public/* ^ This view is strictly in harmony with the 
criterion of morality adopted by Hutcheson, and forms 
another point of agreement with the later utilitarian school. 

Much of Hutohe6on*s posthumous work, A System of Moral 
PhiUmphy^ as well as the short Introduction to Moral 
Philosophy^ originally written in Latin, is occupied with the 
deduction of specific rights and duties. His treatment of 
these,** Mr. Sidgwick says, “though decidedly inferior in 
methodical clearness and precision, does not differ in princijde 
from that of Paley or Bentham, except that he lays greater 
stress on the immediate conduciveness of actions to the 
happiness of individuals, and more often refers in a merely 
supplementary or restrictive way to their tendencies in respect 
of general happiness,**® 

As Hutcheson’s ethical system is so closely allied with that 
of Shaftesbury, it is utmecessary that I should devote any 
further space to it. Its relation to later systems will be 
brieily considered in my last chapter. 

^ System of Mond Philosophy, Book I., eh. 10. 

* Illustrations upon the Moral Sense, Sect. 6, Art. 6. 

• Ariirie on Kthks in the EneyeUpadia JBriiannka, 




CHAPTER III. 


HUTOHBSON's WEITINQS on MENT^a PHILOSOPHY, LOGIC, 

AND JISTHETICS. 

In the sphere of mental philosophy and logic, Hutcheson's 
contributions are by no means so important or original as in 
that of moral philosophy, and, as they are rather curious in 
their relation to other systems than of much value in them¬ 
selves, I do not propose to examine them at any length. In 
the former subject, the influence of Locke is apparent 
throughout. All the main outlines of his philosophy seem, at 
first sight, to be accepted as a matter of course. Thus, in 
stating Ihe theory of the moral sense, Hutcheson is peculiarly 
careful to repudiate the doctrine of innate ideas, admitting 
that ''the vast diversity of moral principles, in various 
nations and ages^ is a good argument against innate ideas or 
principles," though it does not "evidence mankind to be yoid 
of a moral sense to perceive Virtue or Vice in actions, when 
they occur .to their observation."^ At the same time» he 
acknowledges that we might call certain axioms " innate," in 
the sense that it is natural to man, as he grows up, to recog- 
nke their truth, and that, as a fact, idmost all men do so.* 

All our ideas are, as by Locke, referred to external or 
internal sense, or, in other words, to sensation and reflection, 

^ la^ahy eoneemiag Mora! Qood and Evil, Seci A Cp. soot. 1, ad 
fin. , * 
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or, as Hutoheaon himself phrases it^ sensation and oonscdous* 
ness. These two powers of perception^ sensation and 
consciousness(the latter beings described as ''an inward 
sensation, perception, or consciousness, of all the actions, 
passions, and modidcations of the mind, by which its own per¬ 
ceptions, judgments, rdtsonings, affections, feelings may become 
its object "introduce into the mind all its materials of 
knowledge. All our primary and direct ideas or notions am 
derived from one or other of those sources. But the mind 
never rests in bare perception; it compares the ideas received, 
discerns their relations, marks the changes made in 
objects by our own action or that of others; it inquires into 
the natures, proportions, causes, effects, antecedents, con¬ 
sequents of everything, when it is not diverted by some 
importunate appetite. All these several powers of external 
sensation, consciousness, judging, and reasoning, are com¬ 
monly caUed the acts of the understanding."’ It is, how¬ 
ever, a most important modification of this doctrine, when he 
states that the ideas of extension, figure, motion, and rest 
"arc more properly ideas accompanying the sensations of 
sight and touch than the sensations of either of these senses;" 
that the idea of self accompanies every thought; and that 
iheddeas of number, duration, and existence accompany eveiy 
other idea whatsoever.^ In this conception of ideas invariably 
conebmitant with other ideas, Hutcheson is approximating very 
closely to the dootnne of innate ideas, and indeed it is difficult 

^ Moral Ehilosajihyt Book I., cb. I. Cp.Xo^'tc^ Cmpend^ 

Pars r., o»p> X { Byn, Mota/jph„ Fsrs 1., cap. 1. In tbelatter pasMige bo 
ftsgs tbst the oaistonce of things is made known either by “ internal 
sense, as each xnan knows bis own existenee;” or by external sense, 
** wbioh, by ita natural fbree, sufficiently establishes the existence of other 
^l^ings {** or by Heasoning \ or by Testimony. 

* See Bssay on the TSdxate and Condnot of the Bissions, Beet, i., Art. 
1; I., cap. 1, Pars II., oapw 1. 
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to 000 on what other hypotheds the theory can be consistently 
maintained. For, though the ‘^accompanying ideas ” require 
other ideas to excite them^ it would seem as if they must 
already be latent in the ihind^ in order to bo iBxcited. The 
constantly repeated statement that all our ideas are ultimately 
to be traced to external or internal sensation (Sensation or 
Eeflection) is certainly not easily reconciled with the existence 
of accompanying ideas,” unless indeed, which may possibly 
be the case, Hutcheson me&nt nothing more by this expres¬ 
sion than that such ideas are produced in us by a plurality of 
senses—^that, in fact, they are " common sensibles.” ® 

In addition to the repudiation of the doctrine of Innate Ideas, 
and the recognition of Sensation and Eeflection as the 
ultimate sources of all knowledge, other important points in 
which Hutcheson follows the lead of Locke are his deprecia¬ 
tion of the importance of the so-called laws of thought, his dis¬ 
tinction between the primary and secondary qualities of bodies,' 
the position that we cannot know the inmost essences of things 
("intimm rerum natura> sive essentias though they excite 
various ideas in us, and the assumption that external things 
are known only through the medium of ideas, though, at the 
same time, we are assured of the existence of an external 
world corresponding to these ideas. Hutcheson attempts to 
account [for our assurance of the reality of an external world 
by referring it to a natural instinct. ” Although our minds 

• Sir WiUiain Hamilton (Ed. of Eaid’s Works, p, 124, note) pdnts out 
that Eeid was anticipated by Hutcheson, in representing the ideas of 
.eixleneion, fignia, motion, and rest as concomitant rather than as direet 
ideas of t^h and sight. Beid (Ed. Hamilton, p. 126} expressly says 
that flatese idSas cannot come either from sensation or from re&eetion. The 
rSad^ who wishes to aoqniuni himself with the accounts fd'^en by modern 
peychol^^^hi of the mode in which we ae<|niTe these idess should r<^r to 
Hsin on the md U 0 Herbert Speioer'e Psyc^olii^, and 
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can not attain to the knowledg^o of anything, except by the 
intervention of some notion or idea (since not things them¬ 
selves, but ideas or notions, are what are proximately 
presented to«the mind); yet are^we compelled by nature 
herself to refer very many of our ideas to external things, such 
ideas being, as it were, the images or representations of the 
things themselves/' ^ This is what Sir William Hamilton' 
calls the scheme of Cosmothetio Idealism or Hypothetical 
Bealism, which, while positing the existence of an external 
world, maintains that we are only conscious of the ideas 
which are representative of it. The great majority of 
philosophers, as Hamilton points out, have maintained this 
opinion, though there have been some few who have been 
hardy enough, like Berkeley, to deny the reality of any non¬ 
mental prototype of our ideas, and others, like Sir William 
Hamilton himself and probably Beid, who have held, with 
the vulgar, that not only does an external world exist but 
that we are directly conscious of it. Hutcheson does not rely 
solely bn the testimony of a natural instinct to the reality of ex¬ 
ternal things. He proceeds to adduce arguments. One of these, 
wluoh k an adaptation of an argument employed by Locke,^ 
is based on the contrast between the faint ideas of memory 
and the more vivid ideas which we derive from the present 
impressions of sense. We have no doubt that the faint idea, 
which we are able to recall whenever we choose, represenla 
the more vivid idea which wo experienced before. 4nd, 
similarly^ we may be certain that the more vivid ideas them¬ 
selves fepresent externa! prototypes. Locke appears to state 
the aigumont more forcibly, when he asks whether a man 
^ be not invincibly conscious to bimself of a different peroep- 

* Mitapi. %«., Pars I., cap. 1. 

f Enuiy Ito Idealism in Hamilton's Llsoossums, 

• Kssay, Bk, IV., ch. 2, § 14 
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tion, when he looks on the sun by day, and thinks on it by 
night, when he actually tastes wormwood, or smells a rose, or 
only thinks on that savour or odour I** Of all the arguments 
employed against those Fho question the reality of non* 
mentaP causes of our sensations, 1 think this one of the most 
effective. The difference between the presented and the 
reproduiled sensation requires to be accounted for in some way 
or other, and no explanation is so simple or so adequate as that 
implied in the ordinary belief, that the presented, or more vivid, 
sensation is due to some force, of an order altogether different 
from the phenomena of mind, impressed from without. 
Another argument |^vanced by Hutcheson is that each man 
has a direct consciousness of himself, and of his own personal 
identity, as distinct from his fleeting sensations, emotions, 
and thoughts. By parity of reasoning, there must be things, 
having a real existence, independently of our ideas of them. 
As if aware that this latter argument is not a very cogent 
one, he recurs to the statement that we are led by a natural 
instinct to refer our ideas, or at least those which are dllrived 
through sensation, to external objects, as the*causes of 
them. 

The si^ndary qualities of bodies, that is, the qualities 

. ^ 1 employ ,1^1* eacpressloxi rather than the word ** external,” hecau)>» 

an ahsolnte Idealist, who denies the real existenoe of anythinif in the 
tJniverae hnt Hind, may still refer onr sensations to an external sourue, 
namehr* the mind or will of God. Thns, Berkeley, In his Third Dialogue 
betireen Hylas and Philonons, says: “It is plain that sensible ideas hare 
an existfflOiee exterior to my mind; since I find them by experience to be 
independent of it. There is therefore some other mind wherein they 
exist^ during , the interrals b^weenthe times of my perceiring them* 
the same is true with regard to all Other fizdto created spirits, 
it iieeessarily follows there is an omniptiient eternal mind, whiph kno^s 
comprehends all things, and exiflhtte them to our view in such a 
mannert and acomding to snch rales, as Ho Hinmelf hath ordained, and 
a^ hy ns term^ the Uwa of natnr^^^ 
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proper to some jmrticalar sense, as colours, odours, sounds, 
Hutcheson bolds, with Locke, have no resemblance to any¬ 
thing in the bodies *ihomsolvc$, though, bj a fixed Jaw of 
nature, the bodies have, through their primary qualities, a 
power of exciting such ideas in us. Of the correspondence or 
similitude between our ideas of the primary qualities of things 
(that is to say, duration, number, extcnsioii, figure,*motion, 
and rest) and the primary qualities themselves God alone can 
be assigned os the cause. This similitude has been efTected 
by Him through a law of nature. ''Whether this first 
perception of the primary qualities bo called an active or 
a passive operation of the mind, no ^pther cause of the 
similitude or correspondence between ideas of this kind and 
the qualities themselves can be assigned than God Himself, 
who, by an established law of nature, brings it about that tlie 
notions, which are excited by present objects, may be like the 
objects themselves, or, at least, represent their habitudes or 
qualities, if not their true quantities.*^ ^ Locke had repeatedly 
stateA that " the primary qualities of bodies are resemblances 
of them, and tbeh patterns do really exist in the bodies 
themselves** (see, for instance, Bk. II. ch. 8, sect. 15), 
and he also speaks of God "annexing** certain * ideas to 
certain motions of bodies {Uid,, sect. 18, and elsewhere); but 
nowhere, I believe, does he propound a theory sd precise and 
definite as that here propounded by Hutcheson, which 
reminds m at least as much of the speculations of Male- 
branche as of those of Xiocke. 

Amongst the more important points in which Hutcheson 
diveiges from Locke is his account of the idea of personal 
identity, which he appears to have regarded as made kmswn 
to us directly by consciousness, though itself distinct 
eonsdousness $ instead of being identical with, and there* 

^ MsiajpL, Pars II, cap. 1. 
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fore^ of oourse, limited hj, consciousness^ present or remem* 
bered. Tiiat liis own mind remains tbe same; ever/ one 
is conscious to himself; by an internal perception; most 
trustworthy; but inexplicable; by which he knows that his 
own mind is altogether different,, from every other mind.”® 
** Dvery one retains a consciousness of himself, or a sense of 
such a kind; as does not permit him to doubt whether he 
remains the same to-day that he was yesterday, howsoever 
changed his thoughts may be, or even though they cease 
awhile altogether.”* It would have been better to derive the 
idea of the Same Self (which, of course, involves the idea of a 
Self or £gO; as distinct from its modifioations), not from a 
single act of consciousness, but from the comparison of two 
or more acts. Whenever I pass from some present sensation 
or idea to some sensation or idea which 1 have formerly 
experienced; or to some sensation or idea which 1 expect to 
experience in the future, this comparison is found, on rejec¬ 
tion; to imply the idea of Personal Identity, or of the Same 
Self as the subject of the two mental acts compared. '^And, 
when the idea of the Same Self has been thus gained, ihmay 

^ ** Since, consciousness always accompanies thinking, and *ti8 that that 
mak^ evexy one to be wbat he calls Self, and thereby distinguishes himself 
from all other thinking things, in this alone consists Personal Identity^ 
that is the sameness of a rational being. And as far as this Conscious- 
can he extended backwards to any past action or thought, so far 
reaohas the Identity of that Person; it is the same Self now as it was 
then, and ’tis by the eame Self, with thie^resent one that now reflects on 
it that thiU; action was done.” Loohe'e Bseay, Bk. If., (di. 27, § 9. 
1!his eaplhnation seems to involve the extraordinary paradox that I am 
not the same person that I was this day twenty years ago, the events of 
whi(^ I. have entirely forgotten, or even the same person that I was last 
highly daring which I was in a sound, and, so far as 1 know, unoimscious 
simp. • * 

® Jletopd. %a., Pars 1., ca|. fl. 

* Pars I., cap. 1; 
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be reg^ardcd as the subject^ in tbo past^ of many acts uhich 
have now altogether passed out of recollection, as well us, in 
the futuie, of many acts of which we can now form no 
anticipation. * 

The distinction between body and mind, “corpus” or 
“ materia ” and “ res cogitans,” is more emphatically accen¬ 
tuated by Hutcheson than by Locke, who, however, notwith¬ 
standing his suggestion that Qod might, if He pleased, 
“ snperadd to Matter a Faculty of Thinking,” is by no means 
to be ranked as a Materialist.'^ Generally, Hutcheson speaks 
as if we had a direct consciousness of mind as distinct from 
body,* though, in the posthumous work on Moral EhUoBophy^ 
he expressly states that we know mind as we know body “ by 
qualities immediately perceived, though the substance of both 
be unknown.” ^ 

The distinction between perception proper and sensation 
proper, which occurs by implication though it is not explicitly 
worked out,* the hint as to the imperfection of the ordinary 
division of the external senses into five classes already alluded 
to, the limitation of consciousness to a special mental faculty, 
namely, that by which wo perceive our own minds, and all 
that goes on within them,* and the disposition to refer on 

* See my ‘*XjOoke in the series of MnglUh Mm pp, 139, 

140. Locke regarded hia own aaggostion, when applied to man, as an 
improbable one, and that the Something,’* which has esdsted from 
eternity,*' mnat ** necessarily he a cogitative being,” be held to admit of 
demcDs^tion (Bssay, Bk. IV., i!h. 10). 

* See, for instance, 8ign» MeUipKt Pars ii. cap. 3. 

f Bk. I. oh. 1. 

* See Hamilton's Leotnres on Hctsphysics, Leoi. 21; Hamilton’s 
edition of Bngald Stewart’s Works, vol. v. p. 420. 

* Ctdvui ope note sunt ea omnia, qnm in meoie gerantnr.”.... 
“ Heo animLvi $e novit qnisqne.” Sgn. Metaph.^ Pars ii, cap. 1. This 
limitation or ConsdonSness to a specidc *focnlty of self-knowledge, in 
whidik Hutcheson is followed by Beid and Stewi^ is severely eriri^d 
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disputed questions of philosdphy not so much to fomnl 
arguments as to the testimony of " consciousness '* and our 
natural instincts/ are also amongst the points in which 
Hutcheson supplemented or departed from the philosophy of 
Locke. The last point can hardly fail to suggest, to such of 
my readers as are ncqnuintcd with the later 6})ecuhitious of the 
Scottish school, the “common-sense philosophy'^ of Reid, 
and here it may bo remarked that the interest atta(‘hing 
to Hutcheson's psychological and metaphysical views consists 
very largely in the intermediate position which they occupy 
between the system of Locke and that of Reid and the later 
Scottish school. If we confine ourselves to memly enumerating 
detached questions, ho perhaps stands nearer to Locke, but in 
the general spirit of his philosophy he seems to approach 
more closely to his Scottish successors. 

The short Compendium of Logit, which is more original than 
such works usually arc, is chiefly remarkable for tlio large 
proportion of psychological matter which it contains. In 
these parts of the book Hutcheson mainly follows Locke. 
The technicalities of the subject are passed liglitly over, and 
the book is eminently readable. It may bo specially noticed 
that he distinguishes between the mental result and its verbal 
expression [idea—term ; judgment—^proposition], that he 
constantly employs the word “idea/’ and that hb defines 
logical truth as “the agreement of the signs, with the things 

by Sir W. Hamilton, who, in accordanoo with the nomenclature and 
teaching of moat philoaophera, makes Consciousneas coextensive with 
our knowledge and our cognitive Acuities in general,—-** the genua under 
which our several fkcnltiea of knowledge are contained as species/’ and of 
wldoh **they are only modifications.” See Hamilton’s Lectures on 
Metaphysics, Ucts. XIL, Xlll.; ISdition of Reid, Xotes H, I. 

* ** Ad gravissima qtusdara in phUosophia dogmata amplectenda, non 
argnmeniis ant raiiocinafliontbns, ex temm perspeota natuta petitis, sed 
potius sensn qnodam inte|||o, nsn, atqne natune impulsa quodam aot 
inatinctu dUcimnr.” Meiaph,, Piim IF. cap. 3. 
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fiigniiied/^ or tbe agreement bf tha proposition with things 
themselves/’‘ thus implicitly repudiating a merely formal 
view of logic* This work is now only very rarely to be met 
with. 


Hutcheson may claim to have been one of the earliest 
m(^em writers on sDsthetics. His speculations on this subject 
are contained in the Inquiry concerning Beauty^ Or^^^IIarmony^ 
and Benign, the first of the two treatises published in 1735, 
which, Professor Veitch* reminds us, preceded the treatise of 
the P^re Andr5 in Prance (1741), and that of Baumgarten in 
Germany (1750). He maintains that we are endowed with a 
special sense by which we perceive beauty, harmony, and pro¬ 
portion. This is a reflex sense, because it presupposes the 
aiction of the external senses of sight and hearing. It may 
be called an internal sense, both in order to distinguish its 
perceptions from the mere perceptions of sight and hearing, 
and because '' in some other affairs, where our external senses 
are not much concerned, we discern a sort of beauty, very 
like, in many respecfis, to that observed in sensible objects, 
and accompanied with like pleasure.^’ ^ The latter reason 
le^s him to call attention to the beauty perceived in universal 
truths, in the operations of general causes, and in moral 
principWand actions. Thus, the analogy between l^uty 
and virtue, which was so fi^ourite a topic, with Bhaflesbury, 
becom^ also prominent in the writings of Hutcheson. 
^:^ttered up and down the treatise, there are many important 

Conveoientia sigaomm etna rehas eigai&eSih.** 
pup, 1. He adds: ^^Verttas Hthiea est Ooik 
le ths MeietpJk,, I., 

3, he f*^¥eritas Iiogiea ’’ as ** Prepositiontg eoaven^tia 

'rslms ipsts;’*' 
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and interesting obs^rations, such as that what we properly 
call the beautiful always implies uniformity amidst variety. 

To speak in the mathematical style^ it seems to be in a 
compound ratio of Uniformity and Variety; so that where 
the Uniformity of bodies is cquab the Beauty is as the 
Variety; and where the Variety is equals the Beauty is as 
the Uniformity.^ ® Hence the internal sense, or Sense of 
Beauty, spoken of above, may be defined as ** a passive power 
of receiving ideas of beauty from all objects in which there is 
Uniformity amidst Variety.^ That objects of this kind are 
calculated to give us the Sense of Beauty, is probably not 
the effect of necessity but of choice in the Supreme Agent, 
who constituted our Senses/'^ His design being to discover 
Himself to us not only as omnipotent, but also as wise and^ 
good. As in the human constitution, Hutcheson held tHit 
there is no original principle of malevolence, so he holds that, 
among the objects of nature and art, " there is no form which 
seems necessarily disagreeable of itself, when we dread no 
other evil from it, and compare it with nothing better of the 
kind.^* Peformity is only the absence of Beauty, or defi¬ 
ciency in the Beauty expected in any species." *'Our Sense 
of Beauty seems designed to gpve us positive pleasure, but 
not posirive pain or disgust, any farther than what arises 
from disappointment.^' ^ To the student of mental phil<^ophy 
it may 1^ specially interesting to remark that Hutcheson 
both applies the prinoiple of association to explain our ideas 
of be^ty and also sets limits to its application, insisting on 
there being a natural power of perception or sense of beau^ 
in objects, antecedent to all custom, education^ or example/' 

. and on ^'some objects being immediately the occasions of this 


* Inquiry, Sect. % 
y Sect. 8, 


0 Sect.«; 
» Sect.0. 
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pleasure of beauty/' without any regard[%b their conyenienee 
and use.^ 

Though Hutcheson employs the principle of Association 
for ijie purpose of explaining our tastes and distastes^ in the 
matter of Beauty and Deformity, more sparingly than many 
of has successors, some of his remarks on this head are 
pecuUady just and suggestive. Take, for instance, the 
fbliwng passages. ''Associations of Ideas make objects 
pleasant and delightful, which are not naturally apt to give 
any such pleasures; and, in the same way, the casual con^ 
junctions of ideas may give a disgust, where there is nothing 
disagreeable in the form itself. And this is the occasion of 
many fantastic aversions to figures of some animals; and to 
,^me other forms. Thus swine, serpents of all kinds, and 
soilie insects really beautiful enough, are beheld with aversion 
by many people, who have got some accidental ideas associated 
to them. And for distastes of this kind no other account can 
be given.” " The beauty of trees, their cool shades, and their 
aptness toconceal from observation, have made groves and woods ^ 
the usual retreat to those who love solitude, especially to the 
religious, the pensive, the melancholy, and the amorous. And 
do not we find that we have so joined the ideas of these 
dispositions of mind with those external objects, that they 
always recur to us along with them ? 1%e cunning of the 
heatW pnests might make such obscure places tj^e scene of 
l^e fictitious appearances of their Deities ; and hence we join 
Mess of something divine to them. We know the like effect 
in Ideas of our oburohes, from the perpetual use of them 
;ottly ib ;re%ious exercises. The &int light in Gothic 
tj^ildings has had ^ same association of a very foreign idea^ 
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our poet shows in his epithet,—A dim religious 
light/' In like manner, it is known that often all the 
circumstances of actions, or places, or dresses of persons^ or 
voice, or song, which have occurred at any time together, 
when we were strongly affected by any passion, will be so 
connected that any one of these will make all the rest recur. 
And this .is often the occasion both of great pleasure and 
pain, delight and aversion to many objects, which of 4hem* 
selves might have been perfectly indifferent to us ; but these 
approbations or distastes are remote from the ideas of beauty, 
being plainly different ideas.’* We know how agreeable a 
very wild country may be to any person who has spent the 
cheerful days of his youth in it, and how disagreeable very 
beautiful places may be, if they were the scenes of his misery. 
And this" (namely, the fact that many other ideas, besides 
those of Beauty and Harmony, may either please or displease, 
according to persons' tempers and past circumstances) may 
help us, in many cases, to account for the diversities of fancy, 
without denying the uniformity of our internal Sense of 

•mm. ^ ^ 


* Sect. 6. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

KlIternON AND INFLOBNCE OP IHTTCHESON’s WRITINGS. 

The publicatioa of Hutchesou’s two first treatises soon 
provoked a friendly controversy in the columns of the Jjondm 
Journal^ where his ethical theories were criticized by Mr, 
Gilbert Burnet, writing under the signature of Fhilaretus, 
Hutcheson replying under that of Philanthropus, ‘'The 
debate^'' Dr. Leechman informs us, “was left unfinished, 
Philaretus’ death having put an end to the correspondence, 
which was proposed to have been afterwards carried on in a 
more private manner/' Mr. Burnet, in his preface to the 
published letters, praises “the beautiful structure which the 
author has raised," hnt^egards it as resting on no sufficient 
foundation. Such a fbundation for morality has, he thinks, 
been laid by Cumberland, Clarke, and Wollaston, and he 
enunciates it in this one simple proposition, “ That virtue, or 
i^oral goodness, is founded on truth. ^ main quostion 
at issue between the two correspondents is whetW the 
ultihiatO grounds of moral action are supplied by reason or by 
JWkiig* Philaretus," says Hutcheson, “seems to, ms 

msintaitt# there is some ezeiting reasoxi to virtue, 

anteckt^nl to uU aflb^ions or instinct toward the good 
M : ;anil ihat^ in like manner, there are some |;^ti^ng 
: ^ to any moral sense^ causing 

The author of the I apprehSnd> ,muit 

f instinctsj must bepretdoua 
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to all exciting reasons^ and a moral sense antecedent to ail 
justifying reasons.^ The pursuit of the good of others, 
Hutcheson holds, is prompted by an instinct, and approved 
by the moral sense. Our moral sense and afiections deter¬ 
mine our end, but reason must find out the means.'* , Burnet, 
' on the other hand, holds that the virtuous man follows his 
benevolent instincts and his moral sense, simply because 
reason approves of them. "We deem our affections a|g| our 
moral sense to be reasonable affections, and a reasonable sense, 

H 

from their prompting us to the same conduct which reason 
approves and dii'ects. And thus reason is the measure of the 
goodness or badness of our affections and moral sense, and 
consequently of the actions flowing from them, and not vice 
versaT What makes the desire of public happiness a reason¬ 
able end is the truth " that it is best that all should be 
happy.” " If any one asks. Why it is best, I would answer 
him as I would do, if he asked me why four is more than 
two : It is self-evident.” " The self-evident truth, * That 
^it is in itself best that all should be happy,' is immediately 
perceivable by all rational natures.” We do not possess 
Hutcheson's reply, but surely he might have asked, And why 
should I pursue what is best, or approve of the pursuit of 
^what is best? It is quite conceivable that I might in¬ 
tellectually^ assent to Ihe proposition "that it is best Uiat all 
should be happy,” without having any desire to promote their 
hap|uness, or experiencing the slightest feeling of appro¬ 
bation/ when I And that it is promoted^ But if men were 
constituted in this way> would morality, as we understand it, 
have any existence ? The root of motais, the ultimate induce^ 
ment moral conduct, is surely to be discovered in those 
ortginal impulses of our nature which urge us to seek the 
good of ourselves aud of others, and in those reflex feelings 
which approve or disapprove of according as they are 
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or are not attended by these edeets. Oar emotions are, ae it 
were^ tbe ran||material of morality. At the same time it 
m^t undonbt^ly be granted that they ore often transformed 
by the action of reason into what almost assnmes the character 
of a nei^ product. And perhaps Hutcheson and some other 
moralistSi while rightly insisting on the ultimate origin of ' 
m'^ralrty in the emotional part of human nature^ have not 
laidj^cient stress on the ofBce of tbe reason in constantly 
direMng, co-ordinating^ and adjusting our various desires, so 
as best to attain their ultimate ends. Those ends, however, 
it must be repeated, are, in the first instance, given by the 
self-regarding and sympathetic affections, largely as both 
such ends and the afiections by which they are .suggeste<l 
may be purified, extended, and enlightened by the subsequent 
opera^ons of reason, carrying effects up to their causes, 
tracing causes to their effects, and comparing the several 
consequences of our actions as well as the relative excellency 
and efficacy of our means. 

In the same year (1728) in which Mr, Burnet’s letters 
appeared in the JjoMon Taurnalf John Balguy, who 
already been mentioned in connexion with Shaftesbury, pub¬ 
lished anonymously a tract on ^Hhe Foundation of Moral 
Goodness,” which, like Burnet’s letters, was designed as a,' 
refutation of Hutcheson’s theory that Virtue has its ultimate 
0?^ in the nffeotions and the moral aense. He begins with 
a wfU-turned eompUment to Hutcheson, but soon proceeds to 
ttate that V conceives question between them to^ one 

of the utinost gravity. ,Balguy isafisllower of Clarke, and 
: tbinhs thht he is mvecting morality with a more exalted^ 
ehara^r fi^a lading force by laying its foundatioti^i 
y ^ in natare, which he r^tds as 

and hut id l^be truth or naturei<^ ihings; 

' liheii!it(€ive8a”^wM^ he rOs^ds as fixed and absdute. ^fThe 
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reoBom of things and the relations between moral agents 
(terms, it may be noticed^ wbieh are suffisiently vague) 
are discoverable by the faculty of Beason, and are generally as 
plain as the truths of Mathematics. As for the Affections, 
they " are useful, in respect of human nature,’' yet they are 
" by no means essential to Virtue." Nor can I think," he 
adds, that any Instinct has a place in its constitution. To 
speak properly, KeasoU'iwas not given us to regulate ndHiral 
affection, but natural'affection was given us to reinforce 
Eeason, and make it more prevalent. The inferior principle 
must be intended as subservient to the superior, and not tnce 
versa/* But, however clear might be our perception of the ten¬ 
dency of actions or of the relations subsisting between rational 
or sensitive agents, how could we ascribe the epithets right 
and wrong, moral and immoral, either to our acts or judg¬ 
ments, unless we^ had exciting affections impelling us to 
pursue certain ends, and unless these.ends, and the means by 
which they are attainable, were the objects of those peculiar 
reflex affections which we call moral approbation and dis¬ 
approbation ? We perceive a purely intellectual truth, but we 
do not desire it or approve it. And surely this difference is 
an essential one, and is wholly to be referred to the fact that 
moral actions and moral distinctions originate in the affections 
and not in the reason. The affections and the reason are 
both undoubtedly necessary factors in morality, dbut the 
initiative is not in the reason, but in the affections; and the 
true relalion between the two is expressed, not by saying 
that the affections reinforce the reason, but by saying that the 
reason modifies, controls, and co-ordiiiates the afiections. It 
may he remarked that Balgny does not, as Burnet Apparently 
does, aoc^ Mtitcheson’s practical t^t or criterion of moral 
conduct, Is Virtue," he asks, "no otherwise good or 
amiable^ than as it condaces to puldin or private advantage ? 
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Is there no absolute goodness in it ? Are all its perfections 
relative and instrumental ? ** One would have been glad to 
see some instances of actions which are ** absolntely good^*' 
though they neither contribute to public nor private advan- 
lage> but Balguy^ like other writers of the same school^ does 
not condescend to supply them. In the following year 
(}.7$^0)^ there appeared a Second Part of the Foundation of 
Mopl Goodness/^ being an answer to certain remarks com¬ 
municated by a gentleman to the author.” This work also was 
published anonymously. Both tracts are well written^ and 
show considerable acuteness, but, on the main point at issue, 
they leave Hutcheson, 1 think, in possession of the field. 

Bishop Butler's Fifteen Sermons, which supply the prin¬ 
cipal materials for forming an estimate of his opinions on 
Ethics, were first published in 1726, the year after the publi¬ 
cation of Hutcheson's two first treatises. They contain no 
rcfetenco to Hutcheson, or, so far as I can ascertain, any 
allusion to him, though, as I have already pointed out, there 
is a very close affinity between the ** Conscience'' of Butler and 
the " Moral Sens%” of Shaftesbury and Hutcheson. In the 
preface to the Second Edition of the Sermons, published in 
1729, which contains the criticism of Shaftesbury, already 
examined, Hutcheson's works are still unnoticed. But, when 
Butler published the Analogy in 1766, he appended two short 
dissertations, one on Personal Identity, the other on the 
Nature of Virtue, in the latter of whioh^ though Hutcheson's 
name is not expressly mentioned, liis system was evidently in 
the author's mind throughout. Butler agrees with Hutche¬ 
son in recognizing a special Moral Faculty, nor does he 
question jjie emotional character. At the same time, he 
rightly suggests that there is a rational element in it. He 
seems indifferent, whether it be called consoienSe, moral 
reason, moral sense, or divine reason.” Whatever the name 
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we employ, is great part o£ common language 

and of common behaviour, over the world, is formed upon 
supposition of such a moral faculty; whether considered as a 
sentiment of the understanding, or as a perception of the 
heart, or, which seems the truth, as including both/' 
Hutcheson's apparent limitation of virtue to benevolence is 
very properly criticized, though, perhaps, his position is 
slightly exaggerated. It deserves to be considered, whetj^er 
men are more at liberty, in point of morals, to make them¬ 
selves miserable without reason than to make other people 
so; or dissolutely to neglect their own greater good, for the 
sake of a present lesser gratification, than they are to neglect 
the good of others whom nature has committed to their care. 
It should seem that a due concern about our own interest or 
happiness, and a reasonable endeavour to secure and promote 
it, which is, I think, very much the meaning of the word 
prudence in our language—it should seem that this is virtue, 
and the contrary behaviour faulty and blameable; sidee, in 
the calmest way of reflection, we approve of the first, and 
condemn the other conduct, both in ourselves and others." 
The point, however, in Hutcheson’s system to which Butler 
takes the gravest exception is his identification of the test 
or criteiion of moral conduct with the tendency of actions to 
promote the general good. Butler hix^self confuses the morale 
criterion with the moral faculty; in other words, he leaves 
the Conscience to pronounce its judgments arbitrarily, with¬ 
out any rule to guide itself by. ** Man," he says, hath the 
rule of right within; what is wanting is only that he honestly 
attend to it*" * Hence it is not surprising that he regards 
our moml nature as so constituted as to condemn sqme kinds 
of acts and to iipprove other kind% ** abstracted from all con¬ 
sideration'^ which conduct is likeliest to produce an over- 

« 1 ' 

> Semon III. 
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balance of happiness or misery/’ But bad Jbe taken any 
pains to analyze the instances which he gives^ namely, the 
condemnation of falsehood, unprovoked violence, and injustice, 
and the approbation of ** benevolence to some preferably to 
others,” he must have seen that all kinds of evil consequenceb 
would follow, if we did not condemn the one and approve the 
other. Men, of course, arc constantly approving or con¬ 
demning acts, without expressly thinking of their effects on 
the general happiness, and it is most desirable that we should, 
in practice, be able to have recourse to minor or intermediate 
rules of conduct, such as those of veracity, fidelity, justice, 
; but the question is whether, on reflection, the moralist, 
or indeed any normally-constituted man, ever approves of any 
action which he believes likelj to bring about more harm 
than good, and whether any dearer, more intelligible, and 
more universally applicable principle of conduct can be pro¬ 
posed than that of promoting the general welfare. To make 
the conscience, as Butler does, a law to itself, is to substitute 
for a general and reasonable rule of conduct a particular and 
arbitrary one. 

This Dissertation contains a curious misrepresentation, of 
coarse wholly unintentional, of the theory which it is at¬ 
tacking. " It is certain,” the author says, *'tbat some of the 
ijpnost shocking instances of injustice, adultery, murder, peijury, 
and even of persecution, may, in many supposable cases, not 
have the appearance of being likely to produce an overbalance 
of misery in the present state; perhaps sometimes may have 
the contra]^ apj^earance.” But no moralist has ever delibe¬ 
rately maintained that the test of consequences is a sufficient 
one, when applied to individual actions, considered wholly in 
themselves $ actions must be tested as a class, and we must 
consider what would happen, not if we did this or that act, 
but if acts of this or that kind were generally prevalent. 
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Mr. Sldgwlpk * thinks that we may take Butler's Bisser* 
tation as the earliest treatise in the dev^opment of English 
ethiosj in which what were afterwards called * utilitarian ’ and 
^intuitional' morality were first formally opposed." The 
passage fromBalguy, quoted on pp. 217-18^ is sufficient to show 
that this statement requires some modification. But Mr. 
Sidgwick is quite right, I think, when he draws a distinction 
between the different points of view with which Butler 
regards the relation of virtue to happiness in the Sermons 
and the Dissertation respectively. "In the Sermons," he 
says, " Butler seems to treat conscience and calm benevolence 
as permanently allied though distinct prin<^ples, but in the 
Dissertation on Virtue he maintains that the conduct dictated 
by conscience will often differ widely from that to which 
mere regard for the production of happiness would prompt." 
Indeed there are occasional, though, it must be acknowledged, 
exceptional passages in the Sermons,^ in which Butler seems 
to adopt the benevolent, or, as we should, now call it, with a 
slight difference of connotation, the utilitarian theory of 
morals, without any qualification or reservation. Such are 
the followiig. "That mankind is a community, that we all 
stand in a relation to each other, that there is a public end 
and interest of society which each particular is obliged to 
promote, is the sum of morals."’ "It is manifest that* 
nothing can be of consequence to *mankind or any creHlure, 
but happiness. This then is all which any person can, in 
strictness of speaking, be said to have a right to. We can, 

owe no man anything, but only" to further and 
promote his happiness, according to our abilities. And, thete* 
fore; a duq^ition and endeavour to do good to ^1 with whom 
we have th dVin the degree andl manner which the different 

* Eftiiay on Ethics in the Mncwhpofdia FriMhniea, 

9 Semoh lX 
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telationB we stand in to thein teqnire, is a disohotge of all the 
obligations we ara under to them/** One of the very 
reasons^ perhaps, which has made this moralist so popular is 
the &ct that, from the want of system and consistency in his 
writings, he is able to reflect so many phases of ethical 
sentiment/ 

The most elaborate criticism of Hutcheson’s ethical theories 
was that offered by Dr. Richard Price in his Beview of the 
Erineipal Questions in Morals, first published in 1757, but 
considerably altered in the third edition, published in 1787. 
Price proceeds generally on the same grounds as Burnet and 
Balguy, but the^intrinsic value of his work is incomparably 
greater than that of theirs. Instead of being a mere criticism 
of another author’s opinions, it becomes, as the argument 
advances, a substantive work on ethical theory of very con¬ 
siderable merit* In fiict, of the various writings of what has 
been called,the **Rational School” of English Moralists 
Price’s treatise is undoubtedly the most important, and it is 
specially interesting on account of the close similarity which 
obtains between many of the theories and even e^rpressions 
contained in it and those which subsequently bec^e so cele¬ 
brated in the Practical Philosophy v of Kant. The mam 
positions propounded in this work may be summed up under 
three heads. First, actions are in ihmsekes right or wrong. 
Whil is meant by the expression in themselves” iin by no 
means clear; for it can hardly mean that actions are Bght or 
wrong iiTespectively of thO circumstances tmder which they 
Sermon XII. 

* iahbicdier work, the Analogy, there ooeiUft a passage It ^ine^y 

< ut^tnrian in its teai^ as eould well be written. ua 

;hy/m^pe}Mns .Chgit ia^ h^^ reason, hat experience, ns) 

. what go^ ^ cons^ttenceii Mo# cur ao4^ in si^ 
:an^ jnann^ f ' and by ibis Be directs ns ho# are to behave i(mr- 
■aslv«i".:liii;,rii:5:- ■ 
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are performed. From a comparison; of various passages, it 
would seem as if Price intended by this phrase to exclude all 
reference to consequences as well as to intimate that the per¬ 
ceptions of right and wrong in actions are identical in the 
case of all intelligent beings. The perception of right and 
wrong, he may be taken as saying, does not depend on any 
special constitution of human nature, nor, in pronouncing any 
action to be right or wrong, have we any occasion to trace 
consequences or to look beyond the action itself. The second 
position is that right and "wrong are simple ideas, incapable 
of analysis or definition; in other words, they cannot be 
resolved, as so many previous moralists, including Shaftes¬ 
bury and Hutcheson, had resolved them, into ideas of good 
and evil. If we will consider why it is right to conform 
ourselves to the relations in which persons and objects stand 
to us; we shall find ourselves obliged to terminate our views 
, in a simple perception, and something ultimately approved 
for which no justifying reason can be assigned*”® Thirdly, 
these simple ideas of Right and Wrong are perceived im¬ 
mediately by the intuitive power of the Reason or Under¬ 
standing, terms which he employs indifferently, just in the 
same way that colour is perceived by the eye or sound by the 
ear. Hutcheson also regards our moral perceptions as imme¬ 
diate, but Price maintains against him, in an elaborate course of 
argument, that the faculty thus immediately perceiving^moral 
qualities is the Reason, and not a Sense. By the Reason he, 
of course, means, as Oudworth does, when using the word in 
the same connexion, the so-called intuitive, and net the 
dismirsiye Reason or faculty of comparison. As lor the 
emotions, they are the source of all vicious actions, though, 
when enlightened by reason, th^ may also aid in the pro- 

dnetiqu of virtuous^ondttct. fl^e author fails to see that the 

* ' ' ''''' ' ' ' ' 

• Price's &e., oh. 6. 
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emotions ore^ in the las)^ analysis^ the original source of all 
conduct^ he it virtuous or vicious. 

Two years after tho appearance of Price’s work, Br. John 
Taylor of Norwich,^ a Presbyterian minister of considerable 
reputation in lus day, published a short pamphlet, entitled 
“ An Examination of the SIchemo of Morality advanced by 
Dr, Hutcheson.” Dr. Taylor exaggerates, and indeed docs 
not very clearly understand, Hutcheson's position. His own 
theory seems to coincide pretty nearly with that of Price, 
though the Eeason, which is the principal in the affair of 
virtue,” appears to be the discursive, and not, as in tho 
systems of Price and Cudworth, the intuitive reason, lleason 
not only devises the means, but proposes the end. Virtue 
consists, not in following any instincts, or in aiming at any 
consequences, but in acting faithfully according to what we 
know of the true natures of objects, persons, things, actions, 
relations, and circumstances duly considered and attended to.” 
A " sketch ” of.his own system, in which ho borrows largely 
from Wollaston and Price, was published by Taylor in 1760. 

Passing from Hutcheson’s critics to those of his successors, 
in the line of English Moralists, on whom he may be sup¬ 
posed to have exerted any influence, the first name which 
arrests our attention is that of Hume. That part of Hume’s 
Tteatim of Hitman Nature (vol. iii.), which is concerned witli 
morals, was flrst published in 1740. Tho Enquiry ooncetning 
tha Principles of Morals, which is at once more popular and ' 
mom matured than the earlier work, appeared in 1751. Both * 
these writings betray the most evident marks of Hutcheson’s 
influence.^ The very first section of the Book on Morals, in 

. f Dr. Taylor’s desosndanis are fleqnently mentioned in Orabb Hobin* 
son’s diary. ^ 

* |n saying this, I do not, of coarse, mean to imply that they were not 
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the TreatUei is devoted to sfaovir that ^Morai distinctions are not 
derived from Reason/’ ** Morals excite passions^ and produce 
or prevent actions. Keason of itself is utterly impotent in 
this particular." ** Moral distinctions are not the offsprings 
of reason. Besson is wholly inactive^ and can never be the 
source of so active a principle as conscience^ or a sense of 
morals." To the admirable passages in the Enquiry in which 
Hume assigns to reason and sentiment their respective parts 
in determining or estimating moral conduct^ I have already 
referred in my account of Shaftesbury.® I shall here quote a 
few sentences^ which will serve both to illustrate his position 
and also to show his superiority^ in respect of clearness and 
force of expression, to most of his predecessors in this branch 
of philosophy. 1 am apt to suspect .... that reason and 
sentiment concur in almost all moral determinations add 
conditions. The final sentence, it is probable, which pro¬ 
nounces characters and actions amiablp or odious, praiseworthy 
or blameable; that which stamps on them the mark of honour 
dr infamy, approbation or censure; that which renders morality 
an active principle, and constitutes virtue our happiness, and 
vice our misery: it is probable, 1 say, that this final sentence 
depends on some internal sense or feeling, which nature has 
mide universal in the whole species. For what else can have 
an influence of this nature ? But in order to pave the way 
for such a sentiment, and give a proper discernment of its 
olgect, it is often necessary, we find, that much reasoning 
should |)recede, that nice distinctions be made, just con- 
dnsions drawn, distant comparisons /ormed, complicated 

also laaigely infloenced by Shaflesbary, whi^ie writings would, in seme 
roEpects, probably oommend themselves to Home more than those of 
Hotoheion. Hinor traces of Shaflesboiy's iofloenoe are to he Ibnnd in 
Homers peculiar use of the words "taste’* and "relish" and in his 
iriqueat eomparisoos of moral with natural besaiy. 

» See Pm166. 
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relations examined, and general facts fixed and ascertained/^ ^ 
In the TreatUe, Hume calls this sentiment a moral sense,'' 
and devotes his second section to showing that '‘moral 
distinotions are derived from a moral sense." But in the 
Enquiry, so far as I can recollect, this phrase never occurs, 
and indeed, from the circuitous expressions which he some¬ 
times employs, it would seem as if he purposely avoided it. 
1 think it is tolerably plain that, instead of recognizing a 
distinct and original faculty in the “Moral Sense," Hume 
regarded moral approbation and disapprobation as arising 
simply from the satisfaction or disappointment of our sym¬ 
pathetic feelings. Thus, he speaks of “ conduct gaining my 
approbation by touching my humanity," and of “ humanity 
making a distinction in favour of those actions which are 
useful and beneficial." * And, at the end of the Treatise on 
ITuman Nature, he says expressly: " Those who resolve the 
sense of morals into original instincts of the humad mind 
may defend the cause of virtue with sufi^cient authority; but 
want the advantage which those possess, who account for that 
sense by an extensive sympathy with mankind." I anppose 
the approbation and disapprobation which wo accord to our 
own acts would be explained, on this theory, by supposing us 
to transfer to ourselves the feelings with which we have been 
accustomed to regard the acts of others. 

Hume agreeing with Hutcheson in regarding the final act of 
moral approbation as emotional, it follows almost as a matter 
of course that he agrees with him also in refening the 
suggestion of our ultimate ends to the desires, and not to the 
reason. “ It appears evident that the ultimate ends of human 
^actions can never, in any case, be accounted for by reason, 
bui recommend themselves entirely to the sentimenta and 

> Eaqmiy, Section 1. 

> Etionirv. Section 1.. Annendix L 
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afi^ectioDS of mankind^ withoat any dependence on the in¬ 
tellectual faculties. Ask a maUi why he uses exercises; he 
will answer, because he desires to keep his health. If you 
then inquire^ why he desires health, he will readily reply; 
because sickness is painful. If you push your inqulrie 
farther, and desire a reason why he hates pain, it is impossible 
he can ever give any. This is an ultimate end, and is never 
referred to any other object* 

The test or criterion of actions, we have seen, is, with 
Hutcheson, their tendency to promote or retard the public 
good. The greatest happiness of the greatest number" is 
the formula by which he expresses the end which the virtuous 
agent ought to have in view. Hume, though he devotes a 
much larger pWpo^tion of his treatise to a discussion of the 
qualities which we praise and blame in actions, proposes no 
equally definite rule of conduct. The circumstance common 
to all the objects of our approbation, he conceives, is the fact 
that they are regarded as beiug either useful or agreeable 
either to ourselves or others. A little reflection will shovi 
that this statement admits of a much more simple expression. 
The agreeable is that which afiPords immediate pleasure. The 
useful is that which, in its ultimate effects, either diminishes 
puin or augments pleasure. Directly or indirectly, they both 
contribute to the same result. The one circumstance, there¬ 
fore, which merits approbation, might be described as the fact 
of conducing to the happiness either of ourselves or of others. 
But, in those very numerous cases where our own happiness 
comes into competition with that of our fellow-crea^res, 
Hume's system appears to offer no guidance other than the 
predominant sentiment at the moment of action. As, how¬ 
ever, according to the genius of his philosophy, that sentiinent 
ought to be a sympathetic one, the virtuous man would 

* EnqiuTy, Appendix I. 
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always be predisposed to sacrifice himself to others rather 
than others to Himself. 

The prudential virtues are fully recognized in Home’s 
toheme of Morals. Ihe reason why we admire them^ and 
why^ therefore, we account them virtues, is that they promote 
the happiness of their possessors, which is " not a spectacle 
entirely indidbrent to us," but which, " like sunshine or the 
prospect of well-cultivated plains, communicates a secret joy 
and satisfaction."^ l]lie fact that these qualities are esteemed 
and praised thus affords a new illustration of the sympathetic 
character of human nature. 

|K« 

Like Hutcheson and Butler, Hume does not recognize any 
original principles of malevolence. Absolute, unprovoked, 
disinterested malice has never, perhaps, place in any human 
breast." ^ 

There is one respect in which Hume’s treatment of morals 
marks so great an advance as that of his predecessors, that, even 
in this brief notice, it ought not to be passed over in silence. 
In drawing attention to the wide variation of moral sentiment 
existing in different'ages and countries, and by his inductive 
investigation of the acts and qualities which men approve, he 
initiate that comparative and historical method of treating 
moral and social questions which has since thrown so much 
light on the oi%in and growth both of morality and society. 
Preceding moralists (though we ought, to a certain extent, to 
except Locke) took the average men of their own age and 
ccmntiy as typical of all men. Hume recognized that, though 
the fundamental constitution of human nature is the same, all 
tKe world over, it may be affected by such differences of ex<* 
cucumstaiK^ as to assume the most various forms and 
in the rhost divergent sentiments. This diverriiy in 

* JS&qniiy, Section d. 
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the eels and opinions of men does not, however, prevent the 
moralist from determining what, under any g^ven cirenm* 
stances is the best course of action. 

Adam Smith, who had been a pupil, and was subsequently, 
after a brief interval^ during which the chair was occupied by 
a Mr. Thomas Oraigie, the successor of Hutcheson at Glasgow, 
published his Theory of Moral Sentiments iu 1759. In this 
work, he speaks in highly laudatory terms of his old master. 
After enumerating various authors who have made virtue to 
consist in benevolence, he says: “ But of all the patrons of 
this system, ancient or modern, the late Dr. Hutcheson was 
undoubtedly, beyond all comparison, the most acute, the most 
distinct, the most philosophical, and, what is of the greatest 
consequence of all, the soberest and most judicious.*' ^ This 
amiable system " did not, however, wholly commend itself 
to Adam Smith himself. While according the highest place 
to the supreme virtue of beneficence," he pleads that the 
inferior qualities of prudence, vigilance, temperance, economy, 
industry, and the like, which are ** apprehended to deserve 
the esteem and approbation of eveiybody," should at least ]}e 
admitted into the rank of virtues. 

In Part VII., Sect. 3, Gh. 3, Adam Smith expressly 
examines Hutcheson's theory of a Moral Sense, and rejects it 
as a superfluous assumption. Moral approbation, he main¬ 
tains, is not the result of a peculiar sentiment, answering oi|^ 
particular purpose and no other, but may be fully accounted 
for by the familiar feeling of Sympathy. We must not 
indeed limit sympathy, as Hume did, to sympathy with the 
happiness of those who are affected by the action. This is 
included, but it is only one of the directions which, in 
experiencing the feeling of approbation, our sympathy iakea 
''When we approve of any character or action, the sentiments 

* Part Vn., Seet 2, eb. 3. 
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which we feel are derived from four souroes^ which are^ in 
eome respects^ different from one another. Firsti we sympa¬ 
thize with the motives of the a^nt; secondly, we enter into 
the gratitude of those who receive the benefit of his actions; 
thirdly, we observe that his conduct has been agreeable to the 
general rules by which those two sympathies generally act; 
and, last of all, when we consider such actions, as making a 
part of a system of behaviour which tends to promote the 
happiness either of the individual or of the society, they appear 
to derive a beauty from this utility, not unlike that which we 
ascribe to any well-contrived machine.'^ The approbation we 
bestow upon our own acts arises from a kind of inverted 
sympathy. We place ourselves in the position of an im¬ 
partial spectator, and,'' viewing our own conduct with hie 
eyes and from his station,we enter into and sympathize 
with the sentiments and motives which influenced it.” “ We 
can never survey our own sentiments and motives, we can 
never form any judgment concerning them, unless we remove 
ourselves, as it were, from our own natural station, and* 
endeavour to view them as at a certain distance from us. But 
we can do this in no other way than by endeavouring to view 
them with the eyes of other* people, or as other people are 
likely to view them.^' These elaborate explanations seem to 
be all open to the objection that the processes described, when 
Hiey occur at all, precede the act of approbation, which is 
consequent upon them, and not identical with them. To 
sympathize with a man, to enter into his feelings and motives, 
g^netally leads to our approving of his conduct, but surely 
the two emotions are quite distinct. Hutcheson's conception 
a Moral Sense, to an original and independent part of 
« human nature, involves a needless multiplication of principles, 
,besides being open to other objections which have been already 

sf Part m., ch. 1. 
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stated in the course of this work, but the supposition which 
seems best to accord with facts is that we are capable of 
acquiring a reflex feeling, gradually formed by the inter* 
action and combination of the various sympathetic and self- 
regarding emotions, and constantly enlightened by the Reason, 

which we mhy not inappropriately give the specific name of 
the Moral Faculty, the Conscience, or even, providing we 
bear in mind its origin, the Moral Sense. It may be re¬ 
marked that, though Adam Smith rejects Hutcheson's theory 
of the Moral Sense, it is pretty plain that his own theory of 
Sympathy is intimately connected with the benevolent aspect 
under which Hutcheson had attempted to represent what 
others have so often regarded as the austere forms of Virtue 
and Duty. 

It is almost superfluous to say that Adam Smith agrees 
with Hutcheson and Shaftesbury in regarding the benevolent 
feelings as incapable of analysis into ^If-love, or, to adopt his 
qjfn expression, as original passions of human nature." ^ The 
position, also common to him with them, that our ultimate 
ends, and, consequently, our first impulses to right action, are 
given, not by reason, but by the affections, is stated with great 
force and perspicuity. '' Though reason is undoubt^ly the 
source of the general rules of morality, and of all the moral 
judgments which we form by means of them, it is altogether 
absurd actd unintelligible to suppose that the first perceptions 
of right and wrong can be derived from reason, even in those 
particular cases upon tlie experience of which the general 
rules are formed. ...... Reason may show that this object 

is the paeans of obtaining some other which is naturally either 
pleasing or displeasing, and in this manner may render it 
either agreeable or disagreeable, for the sake of something <dse* 
But nothing can be agreeable or disagreeable for its own sake, 

^ Fart I.« Seet. 1, rii. 1. 
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^which is not rendered such by immediate sense and feeling^* 
If virtue^ therefore, in eveiy particular instance, necessarily 
pleases for its own sake, and if vice as certainly displeases the 
mind, it cannot be reason, but Immediate sense and feeling, 
which in this manner reconciles us to the one and alienates us 
from the other/^ Dr. Hutcheson,'^ he adds, ^ had the merit 
of being the first who distinguished, with any degree of pre-* 
cisidn, in what respect all moral distinctions may be said to 
arise from reason, and in what respect they are founded upon 
immediate sense and feeling.^' ° 

Adam Smith curiously adopts two criteria of actions, their 
propriety and their merit. '' The sentiment or afiection of the 
heart, from which any action proceeds, and upon which its 
whole virtue or vice must ultimately depend, may be con¬ 
sidered under two difierent aspects, or in two different rela¬ 
tions : first, in relation to the cause which excites it, or the 
motive which gives occasion to it; and, secondly, in relation 
to the end which it proposes, or the effect which it tends to 
produce. In the suitableness or unsuitableness, in the pro¬ 
portion or disproporjaon, which the affection seems to bear to 
the cause or object which excites it, consists the propriety or 
improp|iety, the decency or ungracefulness, of the consequent 
action. In the beneficial or hurtful effects which the affection 
aims at, or tends to produce, consists the merit or demerit of 
the action, the qualities by which it is entitled to rqward, or 
i$ deserving of punishment.'*'^ It does not require much 
jj^hetraiaon to see that the two criteria, here proposed, resUy 
coincide. For, how are we to determine "the sttitablene«9 or 
unsuitabtoess, the proportion or disproportion, which the 
clllhctionseen^^ hear to the cause or object which excites it," 
Cmpt by some esttemal signs, and what external signs are 

» Pari m, Seofc. 3, oh. 2. 

* part JU Sect. I, oh. S. 
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there, on which we can place any reliance, except the ** eflTects 
which the a^Tection aims at? A man experiences, say, the 
affection of resentment. The affection was excited by an act 
of injustice, and it issues in an act of punishment. Now, if 
we approve of the punishment, its merU, according' to this 
theory, consists in the fact that it is hen^ial; its propriety in 
Hhe fact that the feeling of resentment, from which it pro¬ 
ceeds, is suitable or proportional to the act of injustice which 
excited it. But how are we to determine the suitability or 
proportion of the feeling, except by the acts in which it 
results or to which, by gestures or other external signs, it 
points ? It may be true that, at first, the agent exhibited 
more or less of the feeling of resentment than we considered 
to be justified by the circumstances, or than guided his sub¬ 
sequent action. But then, if we condemn the feeling at this 
stage, it is simply because of the conduct which would result 
from it, were it at once to be acted upon. And suppose it to 
said that we often praise the man who exhibits consistently 
the same degree of feeling rather than the man whose feelings 
oscillate, even though the same conduct ultimately results in 
both cases, the reason surely is that, in the one case, we can 
always calculate on a right course of action, whereas, in the 
other, the character of the action may vary according to the 
particular moment at which it happens to be performed. To 
estimate the relation of feelings, at least of other persons^ 
feelings, to their exciting causes, in any other way than by 
the actions which they produce or by the gestures or other 
signs, indicative of approaching action, which they exhibit, 
seems to me impossible. Thus, when closely examined, Adam 
two criteria can be reduced to the one criterion proposed 
by Hutcheson, that is, as it was afterwanls called, the ntili^ 
taiian test or standard of conduct. 

Eeid and Stewiart recurred, though with various qoaliffca* 
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tions, to the ethical teaching represented hj Cudworth^ Clarke^ 
and Price. They do not object to the expression Moral 
Sense/* provided that lacaltj be understood to be not simply 
emotional^ but the source of ultimate moral truths. Indeed^ 
as Sir William Hamilton says, the Moral Sense or Moral 
Faculty of these writers does not differ essentially from the 
** Fra^ical Eeason ** of Kant, They always speak respect¬ 
fully of Hutcheson, but their ethical theories can hardly be 
said to have been influenced by his. On their relation to him, 
in the sphere of mental philosophy, I spoke in the last 
chapter. 

Dr. Thomas Brown, once a highly popular writer, though 
now seldom read except by professed students of the History 
f of Philosophy, agrees with Hutcheson's theory of the Moral 
Sense, so &r as to maintain that '' we come into existence 
Tnth certain susceptibilities of emotion, in consequence of 
which it is impossible for us, in after-life, but fortheinfluen(|p 
of counteracting circumstances, momentary or permanent, not 
, to be pleased with the contemplation of certain actions, as 
soon as they have become fully known to us, and not to have 
feelings of disgust on the contemplation of certain other 
actions." ? He objects, however, to the expression ** Moral 
Sense," as implying more than emotions, and suggesting the 
j&nalogy of the perceptions or sensations attendant on the 
eiercise of our external senses. " The moral emotions,” he 
rightly says ," are more akin to love or hate, than to percep¬ 
tion or judgment.” His own account of the part taken by 
the "moital principle” in our estimate of actions seems 
, eminently just. '*Itis not the moral prihciple whkh sees 
; ^6 agent, and alt the cirenmstances of his action, or which 
]^j^i^ hti{>pinw or misery that has flowed from it; but 
; ’'‘^hen them ntc Mn^ and all the motives of the agent <iiviued, 
Vu liMlares of the Human Hinit Xieotnre hcnv. ; 
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it is the moral principle of onr nature which then affords the 
emotion that may afterwards^ in onr eonceptioni be added to 
these ideas derived from other sources^ and form with them 
compound notions of all the varieties of actions that are classed 
by us as forms of virtue or vice.’^ ’ On the vague and loose 
way in which Hutcheson employs the word sense 1 have 
already had occasion to speak. But his conception of the 

Moral Sense/^ I take it, is more analogous to that of the 

Public Sense/^ that is, " pur determination to be pleased 
with the happiness of others, and to be uneasy at their 
misery,*^ * than it is to that of the external senses; in other 
words, though he does not distinguish with suMcient precision 
between emotions and ideas, his conception of the Moral 
Sense is more that of an emotional than of a perceptive 
faculty. His system would, however, have been far clearer, 
as well as truer to facts, had he more carefully discriminated 
between the ultimate feeling of approbation or disapprobation 
and the complicated intellectual processes which often 
precede it/ 

Brown agrees with Hutcheson in maintaining the disin¬ 
terested character of the benevolent affections, though he 
^phatically repudiates the theory that " whateverys felt by 
us to be virtuous is felt to deserve that name merely as in¬ 
volving some benevolent desire.” ® 

To go back to two earlier writers,—Paley and Beniham, 
though they reject, the latter with scorn, the idea of an 
original moral sense,^ both agree in adopting the tendency to 

* Ldotore IxxxuL ^yhis leotare is well wortii the close attention of 
any student of MoriJ^hilosopby. 

* Httteheson on the Katnre and Conduct of the Passions, Sect. 1. 

* See my remarks on this subject at the beginning of cb. 2. 

* Leotore Izxxri. 

7 See P8ley*s Moral and PolUieal PA*7o«t^Ay, Bk. I., cb. 5; 
Bentham’a Bitrodnction to the Principles of Horals and LegisUiloii, cb. 2, 
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promote Imppiness as the ultimate test of actioo. Neither of 
them seems to have been familiar with the works of Hutcheson, 
and indeed wBat may be called the psychological questions of 
ethics^ such as the origin of the moral sentiments and the 
nature of the moral faculty^ appear to have possessed no interest 
for them. Their object was almost exclusively to determine 
specific duties; and hence an intelli^ble criterion of actions;, 
easily capable of application; was all that they asked from the 
theory of ethics. Such a criterion they found in what has been 
called the eudsemonistic or greatest happiness principle; 
and the body of their works is occupied in tei^ting by it 
received maxims of conduct; or deducing from it general rules 
of action. It is curious that the earliest shape in which 
Bentham stated the utilitarian formula was in the very words 
of Hutcheson; "The greatest happiness of the greatest 
number,*’ for which he afterwards substituted the simpler ex¬ 
pression; " The greatest happiness/* * Bentham; as is well 
known; included the lower animals among the objects of moral 
action. It is a point of similarity that Hutcheson not infre¬ 
quently speaks of " sensitive natures ** ” as the recipients of 
those pleasures whibh it is the duty of the virtuous man to 

diffuse. ^ 

♦ 

In France, Hatcheson*s writings do not appear to have 
attracted much attention, though the Ilssaya on Bemi/y 
and Virtue were translated into French in 1749, and the 
posthumous work; A System of Moral Philosophy^ in 1770. 

And yet Bentham constantly assumes that we have a natural dieposition to 
take a pleoauie ut promoting the happiness of othel^ and, oonse|it6n%, 
a natnral tendency to approve of beneficent action. So far, thwefore, as 
' It .Is simply emotioaal; ^ virtually recognizes an original moral senses ^ 
t * Bee ifr. Burton’s Introduction to Bentham’s BToiks, Bowring’s 

! * Bee, fhr in^noe, BlastamtiCns upon the Hbcal Sense, Sects. 4,6* 
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A recent writer, Jouffroy, phoea Hutcheson at the head of 
those authors, amongst whom he includes Butler, who 
adTocated the theory of a moral sense/ ''Butler was a 
preacher, and Shaftesbury a man of the world, while 
Hutcheson was a metaphysician by profession. It is not 
remarkable, therefore, that the doctrine, which the two 
former merely indicated, should haye received from the latter 
a full development under a precise and philosophic form. 
Shaftesbury and Butler suggested the idea, Hutcheson formed 
the system, of the moral sense.'* Cousin, in his Comv 
de la Philosopkie Morale du XVIIIieme Stacie, 
devotes two lectures to an examination of Hutcheson's system, 
of which, though, of course, differing from it, he speaks with 
great respect. 

Hettner ^ tells us that the teaching of the early Scottish 
philosophers, of whom Hutcheson may be regarded as the 
chief, so thoroughly represented the-spirit of the age that, 
when it passed over into Germany, it penetrated not only 
into the sermons, but even into the catechisms and children's 
books (Kinderfreunde) of the rationalizing divines of that 
period. The writers, through whose instrumentsdity it was 
mainly propagated, were Abbt (who wrote a book on Merit), 
Garve, and Mendelssohn. The four essays, he further tells 
06, were several times translated into German. It may be 
added, as a striking proof of the popularity of Hutcheson and 
the Scottish philosophy in Germany, at that time, that the 

^ Jonffroy*B Lectures on the Introduction to Ethics, transUted hy 
Channi^ (Boston, ll^), Lecture xix. 

^ lM^^uTge9ohic%te dea acMseknien JahrhunderUt, Enter Theil. 
Kuoh detidled information on the relation of Hutcheson, as well as 
Shaftesbniy, to va^ous German Pbilosophen of the eighteenth eentuty, 
win be found in a recent mont^^ph, " Einfluss der englisohen Philo- 
BOj^enseit Bacon auf die deutsche Bhilosc^hie des 18 Jahrhunderts,** by 
G. Zart, Berlin, 18S1. 
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System of Moral Philosophy vfoa translated into German in 
1756^ the very year after its appearance .at Gla^ow. An 
entirely different turn, hoirever^ was soon to be given to the 
•ethical philosophy of Germany by Kant, who, pursuing the 
principles already rendered familiar in England by GudwoHh, 
Olarke, and Price, attempted to construct a system of morals 
•on a,purely intellectual basis. All ethical ideas, according to 
Kant, have their origin and seat altogether d priori in reason ; 
they are not susceptible of explanation upon any d posteriori 
system; and the reason from which they and the laws of 
morality are derived must be the pure or naked reason, not the 
particular human reason^ but reason as such, abstractedly and 
apart from the nature of man.’ There is indeed a moral 
feeling, but it never operates antecedently to the reason, and 
indeed is produced solely by reason. It is simply a capacity 
of taking an interest in the law or reverence for the law itself, 
and cannot be reckoned either as pleasure or pain.^ This 
moral feeling, it need hardly be said, has little relation to Hie 
moral sense of Hutcheson. Of later ^German philosophers the 
only one who bears any affinity to Hutcheson is Jacobi, in the 
earlier period of his speculative activity. 

Hutcheson’s principal contributions to the subsequent de« 
velopment of moral philosophy (and to ethics, as reprinting 
the main stream of his induence, I have thought it best to 
oonfine myself in the present chapter) may be briefly summed 
up under four heads. First, his writings must have power* 
iuliy aided the tendency to detach ethics from theology, and 
to treat questions of morality as im independent br^oh of 

jS 

* Ofundligaag sar Hataphysik der SiHea (Orouadwork of tbs 
; physio of Ethies), Absokaitt (2ad Seetioo). 

4 ^ Sbdtik der prsktiscliea Terauafl:, Brstes DritteB Hsiq^tstUck* 
rfAtudytie of the Besson, Bk« 1., Hi. 3). 
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investigation, capable o£ a methodical and scientific handling. 
Hntcheson's professional and ecclesiastical position was calcu¬ 
lated to lend great weight to his example in a matter of this 
kindj and though Butler was, at the same time, virtually 
pursuing the same method, it was less patent to his readers 
that he was doing so. Another mode in which Hutcheson, 
like Shaftesbury, powerfully contributed to a sounder treat¬ 
ment of the problems of ethics was by laying a psychological 
basis for the science. The ultimate difficulties in these 
inquiries, such as the cfrigin of moral distinctions and the 
nature of moral obligation, he saw could only be solved by a 
careful examination of the human mind. Such an examination 
requires, of course, to be supplemented by a historical survey 
of society, in all its varieties and stages, and, as this branch of 
the investigation is wanting in Hutcheson, his results are 
necessarily imperfect. But the study of moral action in 
reference to the constitution of the human mind at all, how¬ 
ever limited the area from which 'the instances were taken, 
was a great and decided advance on the merely arbitrary 
procedure of most of the earlier moralists. More specifically, 
the psychological analysis of the mental processes preceding 
action, as well as the less successful attempt to analyze the 
act of moral approbation or disapprobation, formed most 
important contributions to the subsequent discussion of the 
question on the eicact relations between the operations of the 
reason and the emotions in our moral acts. And lastly, 
Hutcheson did more than, perhaps, any preceding moralist 
towards supplying an adequate expression for the moral 
criterion of actions, afiections, and characters. His writings,'^ 
together with those of Shaftesbury and Hume, undoubtedly 
paved the way for the general reception, towards the end of 
the century, of what is now called Utilitarianism. Whether 
that theory provides a sufficient guide and test of action will 
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always, perhaps, be open to some dispute. But it cannot be 
questioned, 1 think, that Hutcheson occupies an important 
place in its history. 

Shaftesbury and Hutcheson do not stand in the first rank 
of philosophers. Neither in the roll of fame nor in that of 
merit, do they compete with Bacon, Hobbes, Locke, Berkeley, 
HumCj Descartes, Spinoza, or Kant. But, in the history of 
literature and philosophy, as in that of war and politics, 
posterity is often unjust to names of secondary importance, 
and is apt to pass over considerable services, because the 
recollection of them is not associated with that of illustrious 
persons. In the foregoing pages 1 have endeavoured to repair 
this injustice in the case of two of our own countzymen, with¬ 
out whose intervention the development of at least one branch 
of philosophy in England might have been deprived of many 
of the most characteristic features which we now recognize 
inat. 


rUE EEB. 
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F. G. Heath. New Edition, entirely Rewritten, Illustrated by 
, Eigihteen fuU^pi^, and numerous other Woodcuts, induding 8 Plates of 
Ferns and Four Photographs, lazge post 8vo, cloth, gilt edges, 12^. (S (4 
Sixrit Edition. 

"All lovers of ferns will be delighted with Uu illustrated edition of Hr. 
Heath’s " Fern Paradise Rovim. 


List of JHtbipxttions. 
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Fem World (Tks). By F. G. Heath. Illustrated by Twelve 

Coloured Plates, giving complete Figures (Sixty-four in all) of every 
Spiecies of British Fern, printed from Nature; by several full-page 
and other Engravings. Cloth, gilt edges, 6th Edition, tzs. 6d. 

Few {A) Hints on Proving Wills. Enlarged Edition, is. 

First Steps in Conversational French Grammar. By F. Julien. 
Being an Introduction to **Petites Legons de Conversation et de 
Grammaire,” by the same Author. Fcap. 8vo, 128 pp., ir. 

Four Lectures on Electric Induction. Delivered at the Royal 

Institution, 1878-9. J* Gordon, B.A. Cantab. Witli 

numerous Illustrations. Cloth limp, square i6mo, 3X. 

Foreign Countries and the British Colonies. Edited by F, S. 
Pulling, M.A., Lecturer at Queen^s College, Oxford, and formerly 
Professor at the Yorkshire College^ Leeds. A Series of small Volumes 
descriptive of the principal Countries of the World by well-known 
Authors, each Country being treated of by a Writer who from 
Personal Knowledge is qualified to speak with authority on the Subject. 
The Volumes average 180 crown 8vo pages each, contain 2 Maps 
and Illustrations, crown 8vo, y. 6d. 

The follmmng is a List of the Volumes 
Denmark and Iceland. By E. C. Ott]£, Author of ** Scandinavian 
History,” &c. 

Greece. By L. Sergeant, B.A., .Knight of the Hellenic Order 
of the Saviour, Author of “ New Greece.” 

Switzerland. By W. A. P. Coolidge, M.A., Fellow of 
Magdalen College, Editor of The Alpine Journal. 

Austria. By D. Kay, F.R. G.S. 

Buasia. By W. R. Morfill, M.A., Oriel College, Oxford, 
Lecturer on the llchester Foundation, &c. 

Persia. By Major-Gen. Sir F. J. Goldsmid, K.C.S.I., Author of 
“ Telegraph and Travel,” &c. 

Japan. By S. Mossman, Author of ” New Japan,” &c. 

* Peru. By Clements H. Markham, M.A., C.B. 

Canada. By W. Fraser Rae, Author of “Westward by 
Rail,” ** From Newfoundland to Manitoba,” &c. 

Sweden and Norway. By the Rev. F. H. Woods, MfA., Fellow 
of St. John's College, Oxford. 

The West Indies. By C H. Edsn, F.R.G.S., Author of “ Frozen 
Asia,” &c. 

New Zealand. 

France. By M. Roberts, Author of ** The Atelier du Lys,’''&c. 
Sffypt. By.S. Lane Poole, B.A., Author of “Life of £. Lane,” &c. 
Spain. By the Rev. Wentworth Webster, M.A. 
Turkey-in>Asia. J. C. McCoan, M.P. 

Australia# By J. F. Vesby Fitzgerald, late Premier of New 
South Wales. 

Holland. By R. L. Pools. 
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Franc {Mauds Jeane). The following form one Series, small 
post 8VO, in uniform cloth bindings, with gilt edges:— 


4r. 


Emily’s Choice. 5f. 

Hall’s Vineyard. 4s, 

John’s Wife: A Story of Life in 
South Australia. 4s. 

Marian; or. The Light of Some 
One's Home. $s. 

Francis (.F.) War^ Waves^ and Wanderings^ including a Cruise 

in the '* Lancasliire Witch.” 2 vols,, crown 8vo, cloth extra, 24J, 


Silken Cords and Iron Fetters. 
Vermont Vale. 5^. 

Minnie’s Mission. 4x, 

Little Mercy. 5^. 

Beatrice Melton’s Discipline. 4^. 


French Fevolution {The Great), Letters written from Paris 
during the Progress of the Great French Revolution, by Madame J—— 
to her Husband and Son. Edited by her Great-grandson, M. Edouard 
L.OCKROY. From the French. Crown 8vo, cloth, lor. 6^. 


Froissart {The Bofs), Selected from the Chronicles of Eng¬ 
land, France, Spain, &c. By Sidney Lanier. The Volume is 
fully Illustrated, and uniform with ‘ * The Boy’s King Arthur.” Crown 
8vo, doth, yjr. 6^. | 

From Newfoundland to Manitoba ; a Guide through Canada!s 
Maritime, Mining, and Prairie Provinces. By W. Fraser Rae. ' 
Crown 8vo, with several Maps, 6^'. 


QAMES of Patience, 


See Cadogan. 


Gentle Life (Queen Edition). 2 vols. in i, small 4to, xos. 6d, 

TKfE GENTLE LIFE SERIES. 

Price 6s. each ; or in calf extra, price loj. 6d. ; Smaller Edition, cloth 

e:idTa, 2 s. 6 ( 1 . 

The Gentle Life, Essa3rs in aid of the Formation of Character 

of Gentlemen and Gentlewomen. 21st Edition. 

About in the World, Essays by Author of “ The Gentle Life.” 

Like unto Christ. A New Translation of Thomas h Kempis 
** De Imitatione Christi.” and Edition. 

Familiar Words. An Index Verborum, or Quotation Hand¬ 
book. Affording an Immediate Reference to Phrases and Sentences 
that have become embedd^ in the English language. 6s, 

Essays by Montaigne, Edited and Aimotated by the Ai^thoi 

of “The Gentle Life.” With Portrait. andEditicm. 

The Countess of Pembroke's Arcadia. Written by Sir Philip 
Sidney. Edited with Notes by Author of ** The Gentle Life.” 7 a 6d, 
The Gentle JJfe. and Series, 8th Edition, 



List of Fublieaiions, 
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The Gentle Life Serief‘(continued ):— 

The Silent Hour: Essays^ Original and Selected By the 

Author of “The Gentle Life.” 3rd Edition. 

Half-length Portraits, Short Studies of Notable Persons. 

By J. Hain Friswsll. 

Essays on English Writers, for the Self-improvement of 

Students in English Literature. 

Other Peoples Windows. By J. Hain Friswelu 3rd Edition. 
A Mads Thoughts. By J. Hain Friswell, 


German Primer. Being an Introduction to First Steps in 

German. By M. T. Prku, sj. Orf. 

Getting On in the World; or, Hints on Success in Life. By 
W. Mathews, LL.D. Small post 8vo, cloth, ax. bd .; gilt edges, 3^*. 6</. 
Gilpids Forest Scenery. Edited by F. G. Heath. Large 
post 8vo, with numerous Illustrations. Uniform with “The Fern 
World,” I2J. 6d. 

“ Deserves to be a favourite in the boudoir as well as in the ViSa2Xf**-^aturday 
Revievu. 

** One of the most delightful works ever written."— Globe. 

Gordon (J. E. H.). See “ Four Lectures on Electric Indue* 

tion,” “ Physical Treatise on Electricity,” &c. 

Gouffh. The Royal Cookery Book. By Jules Gouffe ; trans¬ 
lated and adapted for English use by Alphonse GouffE, Head 
Pastrycook to her Mmesty the Queen. Illustrated with laige plates 
printed in colours. 161 Woodcuts, 8vo, cloth extra, gilt edges, 2/. 2.r. 
■ — ■ Domestic Edition, half-bound, los.Cd. 

** By far the ablest and most complete work on cookery tliat has ever been sub* 
mittedto the gastronouiical world."— Mall Gasette. 

Great Artists, AVtf “ Biographies." 

Great Historic Galleries of England (The). Edited by Lord 
Ronald Gower, F.S. A,, Trustee of the National Portrait Gallery. 
Illustrated by 24 large and carefully-executed permanent Photographs 
of some of the most celebrated Pictures by the Great Masters. Vol. I., 
imperial 4to, cloth extra, gilt edges, 36X. VoL II., with 36 large 
permanent photograplis,;^2 12^. 61/. 

Great Musicians (The), A Series of Biographies of the Great 

Musicians. Edited by F. Hueffer. 

1. Waarner. By the Editor, j 5. Soaalni, and the Modem Italian 

2. Weber. By Sir Juuus Sdiool. By H. Sutherland 

Brnedict. Edwards. 

3. Kendelseolm. By Joseph 6* ICaroello. 'Ey Arrigo BoiTO. 

Bennett. 7. IPoroeU. By fi. W. Cummings. 

4. Sohubext. By H.F. Frost. 8. BuffUeh Ohxirhh Oompoeere. 

Dr. Hiller and other distinguished writers, both English and 
Foreign, have promised contributions. Each Volume is comply in 
itself* Small post 8vo, doth extra, 3a 
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Guizots History of France, Translated by Robert Black. 
Super^royal 8vo, very numpirniis FuU^age and other Illustrations. In 
8 vols., doth extra, gilt, each 24^. This work is re-issued in dxeaper 
Monthly Volumes, at lar. 6</. each, commencing Nov. I, 1S81. Sub¬ 
scription to the set, ^4 4s, 

" It supplies a want wmch has long been felt, and ought to be in the hands of all 
students cn history*”—-TVwvj. 

- Massofts School Edition, The 

History of France from the Earliest Times to the Outbreak of the 
Revolution; abridged from the Translation by Robert Black, M.A., 
with Chronolc^ical Index, Historical and Genealogical Tables, &c. 
By Professor Gustavb Masson, B.A., Assistant Master at Harrow 
School. With 24 full-page Portraits, and many other Illustrations. 
1 vol., demy 8vo, 600 pp., cloth extra, lor. 6</. 

Guizots History of England, In 3 vols. of about 500 pp. each, 
containing 60 to 70 Full-page and other Illustrations, doth extra, gilt, 
24s. each. 

" For luxury of typography, plainness of print, and beauty of ^illustration, these 
volumes, of which but one has os yet appeared in English, will hold theur own 
against any production of an age so luxurious as our own m everything, typography 
not excepted.”—TVavrr. 

Guyon (Mde,) Life, By Upham. 6th Edition, crown 8vo, 6f 

J^ANDBOOK to the Charities of London, See Low’s. 
of Embroidery ; which see. 

Hall ( TV, W,) How to Live Long; or, 1408 Health Maxims, 
Physical, l^ntal, and Moral. By W. W, Hall, A.M*, M.D. 
Small post 8vo, cloth, zs, 2nd Edition. 

Harper*s Monthly Magazine, Published Monthly, 160 pages, 

fully Illustrated. \s. With two Serial Novels by celebrated Authors. 
Vol. I. December, 1880, to May, 1881. 

,, II. May, x88i, to November, 1881. 

Each doth extra, with 400 munificent illustrations, 8r. 6<f. 

**' Harper’s Magazine ’ is so thickly sown with excellent illustrations that to count 
them would be a work of time: not that it is a picture magazine, for the engravings 
illustrate the text after the manner seen in some of our choicest editions do luxe.”— 
St. y«mes*s Gneette, v 

"It is so pretty, so big, and so cheap. ... An extraordinary shillingsworth— 
160 la^ octavo p^es, with over a score of articles, and more than three times sm 
many ulustrations. —Daify Review. 

" An unazing shiUingsworth . . . combining choice literature of bodiaauions.”— 
NMcoi^rmisi. 

Heart of Africa, Three Years* Travels and Adventures in the 
Unexplored Regions dL Central Africa, frrnn 1868 to 1871. By Dr. 
Georg Schwsinfurtr. Numerous Illustrations, and large Map- 
3 vols., crown 8vo^ dotli, xsr. 

Heath {Fronds G^nge), Autumnal Leaves,” Burnham 
Beeves,** “Fern Paradise,” “Fern World,” “GUpin's Forest 
Scenery,” ** Our Woodland Trees,” "Peasant life,” “Sylvan Springy” 
* " Trees and Ferns,” "Where to Find Ferns.” 




List of Publications. 
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ffebef^s (Bishop) Illustrated Edition of Hymns. With upwards 
of 100 beautiful Engravings. Small 4tcs handsomely bound, 
Morocco, i8jp. and2ir. New and Cheaper Edition, cloth, 3jr. 6t/. 

Heir of Kilfinnan (The). New Story by W. H. G. Kingston, 
Author of *' Snow Shoes and Canoes,*' &c. With Illustrations. Cloth, 
gilt edges, Js. 6</.; plainer binding, plain edges, 5r. 

History of a Crime (The) ; Deposition of an Eye-ioitness. The 

Story of the Coup d’fitat. By Victor Hugo. Crown 8vo, 6s. 

— ' Ancient Art. Translated from the German of John 
WiNCKELMANN, by JOHN LODGE, M.D, With very numerous 
Plates and Illustrations. 2 vols., 8vo, 3dr. 

- ' ■ England. See Guizot. 

- - France. Guizot. 

— - of Russia. See Rambaud. 

—— Merchant Shipping. See Lindsay, 

—— — United States, See Bryant. 

History and Principles of Weaving by Hand and by Potver. With 
several hundred Illustrations. By Alfred Barlow. Royal 8vo, 
cloth extra, i4 5r. Second Edition. . 

Holmes (O, JV.) The Poetical Works of Ofiver Wendell Holmes. 
In 2 vols., l8mo, exquisitely printed, and chastely bound in limp 
cloth, gilt tops, lOf. 6 d. 

Haw I Crossed Africa : from the Atlantic to the Indian Ocean, 
Through Unknown Countries ; Discovery of the Great Zambesi 
Affluents, &c.-VoL I., The King's Rifle. Vol. II., The Coillard 
Family. By Major Serpa Pinto, With 24 full-page and 118 half¬ 
page and smaller Illustrations, 13 small Maps, and 1 large one. 
2 vols., demy 8vo, cloth extra, 4zr. 

How to Live Long. See Hall. 

How to get Strong and how to Stay so. By William Blaikie. 
A Manual of Rational, Physical, Gymnastir^ and other Exercises. 
With Illustrations, small post 8vo, 5x. 

Hugo (Victor) *^Ninety-I7ireel* Illustrated. Crown 8vo, 6s. 
■ — Toilers of the Sea, Crown Svo. Illustrated, 6s.; fancy 
boards, 2s ,; cloth, 2t, 6d ,; On large paper with all the original 
lUostratioDS, lox. 6 d, 

- .;.. and his Times. Translated from the French of A. 

Barbov by Ellen E. Frewer. 120 Illustrations, many of them 
from designs by Victor Hugo himself. Super-royal Svo, cloth extra, 

244. 

——. See ** History of a Crime,” “ Victor Hugo and his 

Tima.” 
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Hundred Greatest Men { 7 ^e), 8 portfolios, 21s. each, or 4 
vols., half morocco, gilt edges, 12 guineas, containing 15 to 20 
Portraits each. Seet«1ow. 

*' Messrs. Sampson I.ow & Co. are about to issue an important * International* 
work, entitled, *TH£ HUNDRED GREATEST MEN:; beina the Lives and 
Portraits of the loo Greatest Men of Histom divided into Eieht Cusses, each Cla.ss 
to form a Monthly Quarto Volume. 1110 Introductions to the volumes are to be 
written by recognized authorities on the different subjects, the English contributors 
being Dbak Stani.ky, Mr. Matthbw Arnolp, Mr. Froudk, and Professor Max 
MCllrr: in Germany, Professor Helmholtz; in France, MM. Tains and 
Renan ; and in America, Mr. Emerson. The Portraits are to be Reproductions ! 
from fine and rare Steel Kagtsivmss.”—Academy, 

Hygiene and Public Health {A Treatise on). Edited by A. H. 
Buck, M.D. Illustrated by numerous Wood Engravings. In 2 
royal 8vo vols., cloth, one guinea each. 

Hymnal Companion to Book of Common Prayer, See 

Bickersteth. 


ILLUSTRATED Text-Books of Art-Education. Edited by 
•* Edward J. Poynter, R.A. Each Volume contains numerous Illus¬ 
trations, and is strongly bound for the use of Students, price 5r* The 
Volumes now ready are:— 

PAINTING. 

Olasfllo and Italian. By Percy Gierxnan, Plemiah, and Dutch. 
R. Head. With 50 Illustrations, Frenehi and Spanish. 

5 .r. English and American. 

ARCHITECTURE. 

Classic and Early Christian. 

Oothio and Bsualssance. By T. Roger Smith. With 50 Illustra¬ 
tions, 5 j. 

SCULPTURE. 

Antique: Egirptian andOreek. ] Benaissanoe and hCodem. 
Italian Sculptors of the l 4 th and Ifith Centuries. 


ORNAMENT. 

Decoration in Colour. { ARohiteotural Ornament. 

Illustrations of China and its People. By J. Thompson, 
F.R.G.S. Four Volumes, imperial 4to, each 3/. 34; 

Illustrated Dictionary (An) of Words used in Art and 
Arcbseology. Explaining Terms frequently used in Works on 
Architecture, Arms, Bronzes, Christian Art, uolour, Costume, Deco¬ 
ration, Devices, Emblems, Heraldry, Lace, Personal Ornaments, 
Paintiii^ Sculpture, &c., with their Derivations. By J. W. 
MolletT, B.A« Officier dePlnstruction Publique (France); Author 
of ** X'ife of Rembia^idt,** &c. lUustrated with 600 Wood Eng^vings. 
Si)Di(dl ’4to, strbhgly bound in doth, lar. 6 d 

My Indian Garden, By Phil Robinson, Author of ** Under 
ws Punkah.** IVith a PrdEiice by Edwin Arnold, M. A, CS.L, &c. 
CtoimSvo, liisp deibt 3^* 
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Involuntary Voyage {An), Showing how a Frenchman who 

abhorred the Sea was most unwillingly and by a series of accidents 
driven round the World. Numerous Illustrations. Square crown 
Svo, clotli extra, 'Js. 6d.; plainer binding, plain edges, 51. 

Irving ( PVasAington). Complete Library Edition of his Works 
in 27 Vols., Copyright, Unabridged, and with the Author’s Latest 
Revisions, called the ** Geoffrey Crayon ’* Edition, handsomely printed 
in large square 8vo, on superfine laid paper, and each volume, of 
about 500 pages, will be fully Illustrated. I2r. 6 d. per voL See also 
Little Britain.” 



A CK and yill. By Miss Alcott. Small post 8vo, cloth, 
gilt edges, Ss. With mnnerous Illustrations. 


fohn Holdswort/if Chief Mate. By W. Clarke, Russell, 
Author of “Wreck of the Grosvcnor.” Crown 8vo, 


Zf^INGSTON ( W. ff. G.), See » Snow-Shoes,« Child of 

the Cavern,” “Two Supercargoes,” “With Aj^ and Rifle,” 
“Begum’s Fortune,” “ Heir of Kilnnnan,” “ Dick Cheveley.” Each 
voL, with very numerous Illustrations, square crown x6ipo, gilt edges, 
•js. iid,\ plainer binding, plain edges, $s. ■, , 

» M 

^ , \ 

J ADY SUverdalds Sweetheart. 6f. See BlaCR. 

Lectures on Architecture, By E. Viollet-le-Duc. Translated 
by Benjamin Bucknall, Architect. With 33 Steel Plates and 200 
Wood Engravings. Super-royal 8vo, leather back^^ gilt top, with 
complete Index, 2 vols., 3/. 3r. 

Lenten Meditations. In Two Series, each complete in itself. 
By the Rev, Ci,aude Bosanquet, Author of “Blossoms from the 
Kii^s Garden.” i6mo, clotli, l^irst Series, ; Second Series, 2j. 

Library of Religious Poetry. A Collection of the Best Poems 
of all Ages and Tongues. With Biographical and Literary Notes. 
Edited by Philip Schapf, D.D., LL.D., and Arthur Gilman, 
M. A. Royal 8vo, pp. 1036, cloth extra, gUt edges, 21s. 

Lindsay. (IV, S.y History of Merchant Shipping and Ancient 
Commerce. Over 150 Illustrations, Maps, and Charts. In 4 vols., 
demy 8vo, cloth extra. Vols. i and 2, 2ts .; vols. 3 and 4, 24^. each. 

Little Britain; together with The Spectre Endegroom^ and A 
Legend of Sleepy Hollow, By Washington Irving. An entirely 
New Edition de luxe^ specially suitable for Presentation. lUustrated 
by 120 very fine £ngn.vingi on Wood, Mr* J. D* COOFSB. 
Designed by Mr. CnARiBS O. Murray. Square crown Bvoi doth 
extra, gilt edges, lor. fiif 
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Zozffs Select Novelets, Sm^tl post 8v0| cloth extra, 3^. fsd, 

each. 

Friends: a Duet. By E. S. PhELPS, Author of **The Gates 
Ajar.” 

** * ]> nends* is a s’raceful story... it loses nothing in the telling.^—'il/ArmssM. 

. Bahy Rue: Her Adventures and Hlsadvsntures, her Friends 
and her Enemies. By Charles M. Clay. 

The Story of Helen Troy. 

** A pleasant boo 1 c,’*-<- 2 Vw/A. 

The Clients of Dr. Bemagrius. From the French of Lucien 
Biart, by Mrs. Cashel Hoey. 

The Undiscovei^Bd Country. By W. D. Howells. 

A Gentleman of Delsure. By Edgar Fawcett. 

** An amazingly clever hook./’—Boston Transcript, 

LovtPs Standard Library of Travel and Adventure, Crown 8vo, 

bound uniformly in cloth extra, price *js, 6</. 

1. The Great Lone Land. By Major W. F. Butler, C.B. 

2. The Wild North Land. By Major W. F. Butler, C.B. 

3. How I found Livingstone. By H. M. Stanley. 

4. The Threshold of the Hnknown Region. By C. R. Mark* 

HAM. (4th Edition, with Additional Chapters, 10^. 6 d,) 

5. A Whaling: Cruise to Baffin’s Bay and the Gulf of Boothia. 

By A. H. Markham. 

6. Campaigming: on the Czus. By J. A. MacGahan. 

7. Akim-foo: the History of a Failure. By Major W. F, 

BUTLElf, C.B. 

8. Ocean to Ocean. By the Rev. George M. Grant. With 

Illustrations. 

9. Cruise of the Challenger. By W. J. J. Spry, R.N. 
la Sohweinltirth’s Heart of Africa. 2 vola, 151. 

iz. Through the Dark Continent. By H. M. Stanley, i vol., 
I2s, 6d, 

Ltntls Standard Novels, Crown 8vo, 6s, each, cloth extra. 

ICy Lady Greezudeeves. By Helen Mathers, Authoress of 
** Cornin’ through the Rye,” ** Cherry Ripe»” &C. 

Three Feathers. By William Black. 

A Dangrhtsr of Hsth. 13th Edition. By W. BlACJC, With 
Frontispiece by F. Walker, AR.A. 

Xilmeny. A Novel. By W. Black. 

Ztt Silk Attire. By W. Black. 

I<ady Silverdale’B Sweetheart. By W. Black. 

Bu^ii^ By W. Black, 

The Traa^t Major. By Thomas I^ardy. 

An BngUsh Sqnire. By Miss Coleridge. 
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Lqw^s Standard Novels {continued) i — 

SCaxy SKarston. By George Macdonald. 

Onlld Court. By George Macdonald. 

The Vloar’e Daughter. By George Macdonald. 

Adela Cathcart. By George Macdonald. 

Out of Court. By Mrs. Cashel IIoey. 

History of a Crime: The Story of the Coup d’etat. Victor IIUGC. 
Alice Lorraine. By R. D. Blackmore. 

Lorna Doone. By R. D. Blackmore. i8th Edition. 

Cradock Nowell. By R. D. Blackmore, 

Clara Vaughan. By R. D. Blackmore. 

Crippe the Carrier. By R. D. Blackmore. 

Hxema; or, SCy Father’s Sin. By R. D. Blackmore. 

Mary Anerley. By R. D. Blackmore. 

Chrlstowell, a Dartmoor Tale. By R. D. Blackmore. 
Innocent. By Mis. Oliphant. Eight Illustrations. 

Work. A Story of Experience. By LoirisA M. Alcott. 

The Afghan Knife. By R. A. Sterndale, Author of ’’ Seonee.** 

A French Heiress in her own Chateau. By the Author of 
** One Only,” ** Constantia,” &c. Six Illustrations. 

Ninety-Three. By Victor Hugo. Numerous Illustrations. 

BCy Wife and I. By Mrs. Beecher Stowe. 

Wreck of the Grosvenor. By W. Clark Russell. 

John Holdsworth (Chief Mate). By W. Clark Russell. 

A Sailor’s Sweetheart. By W. Clark Russell. 

Far from the Madding Crowd. By Thomas Hardy. 

Elinor Dryden. By Mrs. Macquoid. 

Diane. By Mrs. Macquoid. 

Poganuo People, Their Loves and Lives. By Mrs. B. Stowe. 
A Oolden Sorrow. By Mrs. Cashel Hoey. 

Out of Court. By Mrs. Cashel Hoey. 

A Story of the Dragonnades. By the Rev. E. Gilliat, M.A. 

Lends Handbook to the Charities of London, Edited and 
revised to date by C. Mackeson, F.S.S., Editor of ** K Guide to the 
Churches of London and its Suburbs,” &c. Paper, is,; cloth, is, 6d. 

TUTACGREGOR {John) **Rob Roy^ on the Baltic, 3rd 
Edition, small post 8vo, 2r. tsd, ; clot^ gilt edges, y, 6(t, 

. . . A Thousand Miles in the Rob Rojf^ Canoe* iith 

Edition, small post 8ve, ax. 6 d, ; cloth, gilt edges, 3x. 6 ( 1 , 
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Sampsm Manf&n^ &• Cb/f 


MacGregor {Jokii) Description of the “ Rob Roy” Canoe, with 
flans, &c., IS, 

Ihi Voyage Alone in the Yawl Rob Roy” New 

Edition, thoroughly revised, with additions, small post 8vo, 5 j. ; 
boards, 2s. 6d, 

Macquoid {Mrs,) Elinor Dry den, Crown 8 vo, cloth, 6s, 

— * Diane, Crown 8 vo, 6s, 

Magazine. See Harper, Union Jack, The Etcher, Men 
OF Mark. 

Magyarland. A Narrative of Travels through the Snowy Cat~ 
pathians, and Great Alfold of the Magyar. By a Fellow of the Car- 
pathian Society {Diploma of i88i), and Author of** The Indian Alps.” 
2 vols., 8vo, cloth extr^ with about I20 Woodcuts from the Author’s 
own sketches and drawings, 42^. 

Manitoba: its History, Growth, and Present Position. By the 
Rev. Professor BrvCK, Principal of Manitoba College, Winnipeg. 
Crown 8vo, with Illustrations and Maps, *js. 6d. 

Markham (C, R.) The Threshold of the Unknown Region, 
Crown 8vo, with Four Maps, 4th Edition. Cloth extra, lor. 6d. 

Maury {Commanded Physical Geography of the Sea, and its 
MeteoroIoCT. Being a Reconstruction and Enlargement of his former 
Work, wiUi Charts and Diagrams. New Edition, crown 8vo, dr. 

Memoirs of Count Miot de Melito, Minister, Ambassador, 
Councillor of State, and Member‘of tlie Institute of France, between 
the years i78S*and 1815. Edited by General Fleischmann. From 
the French by Mrs. Cashel Hoey and Mr. John Lillie. 2 vols., 
demy 8vo, cloth extra* 3dr. 

Memoirs of Madame de Rknmsat, 1802 — 1808 . <Byher Grand¬ 
son* M. Paul de Rbmusat, Senator. Translated by Mrs. Cashel 
Hoey and Mr. John Lillie. 4th Edition, cloth extra. This 
work was written by Madame de R6nasat during the time she 
was living on the most intimate terms with the Empr^ Josephine, 
and is full of revelations respecting the private life of Bonaparte, and 
of hnen and'politics of the first years of the centuiy. Revelations 
which have already created a ^at, sensation in Paris. 8vp, 2 vols., 32^. 

-—^ 7 :-;— also “ Scilection.’* 

Menus ( 366 , one for mch day ^ theyear). Translated from the 
French of Count Brissb, by Mrs. Matthew Clarke. Crown 
8vo, lor. 6 d, 

Men of M^fk .* a Galkry of Contemporary Portrait of the most 
l&iniiiimt.the Day taken firom lafe, enpedally for uds publica* 
tioAi,* {Mrioe u, 6d monthly. Vda. L to handaomaly botmd, 
^h, gUt ^ 
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Mendelssohn Family {The), 1729—1847. From Letlefs and 
Journals. Translated from the German of Sebastian Henskl. 
2 vols., demy 8vo, 30A 

Michael Strogoff. 10s. 6 d. and 5J. See Verne. 

Mitford {Miss), See “ Our Village." 

Music, “ Great Musicians." 

My Lady Greenslecves, By Helen Mathers, 'Authoress of 
“Comin* through the Rye,” ** Cherry Ripe,” &c. ’ 1 voL edition, 
crown 8vo, cloth, 6* 

Mysterious Island,^ By Jules Verne. 3 vols., imperial i6mo. 
150 Illustrations, cloth gilt, 3J. td. each; elaborately bound, gilt 
edges, 7 j. 6</. each. Cheap Edition, with some of the Illustrations, 
doth, gilt, 2s,; paper, is, each. 


"^ARRATIVES of State Trials in the Nineteenth Century. 

First Period; From the Union with Ireland to the Death of 
George IV., 1801—1830. By G. Lathom Browne, of the Middle Temple, 
Barhster-at«Law. 2 vols., crown 8vo, cloth, 24s. 


Nature and Functions of Art {The); and more especially of 
Architecture. By Leopold Eidlitz. Medium 8vo, cloth, 21s. 

Naval Brigade in South Africa (The). By Henry F. Nor- 
BURY, C.B., R.N. Crown 8vo, cloth extra, los. 6d. 

New Childs Play (A). Sixteen Drawings by E. V. B. Beauti¬ 

fully printed in colours, 4to, cloth extra, I2f. 

New Guinea : What I did and what X saw. By L. M. 
D'Albertis, Officer of the Order of the Crown of Jtaly, Honoraiy 
Member and Gold Medallist of the I.R.GS., C.M.Z.S., &c., &c. 
In 2 vols., demy 8vo, doth extra, with Maps, Coloured Plates, and 
numerous very fine Woodcut Illustrations, 42^. 

New Ireland, By A. M. Sullivan, M.P. for Louth. 2 vols., 
demy 8vo, 30ir. Cheaper Edition, i vol., crown 8vo, &. 6d, 


New Novels Crown 8vo, doth, tos, 6 d, per vol. 

Ohriatowell: a Dartmoor Tale. By R. D. Blackmore. 3 vols 
The Braes of Yarrow. By Chas. Gibbon. 3 vols. 

A Laodicean. By Thomas Hardy, Author of “Far from tlu 
Madding Crowd,” “ Trumpet Major,” &c., &c. 3 vols. 
Waiting. By Miss A. M. HopkinsoK. 3 vols. 

Don John. By Miss Jean Ingelow. 3 vols. 

Warloek of Warlock. By George MacDonald. 3, vols. 
Blverslde Papers. By J. D. Hoppus. 2 vols.^ smd! imst 8vo, 12s 
Oedljr’a DeM. By Mrs. A. B. Church. 3 voW * 

Nice and Her Nekhb&UHi Bjrtbfi KeV, CAKon Authoj 
of** A ^bok about Rbiis,” *' A Little Tour in treUmd,'^ Ac* Smal 
4toy with numerous choice lUuitmtio&s, tar. 
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Noah's Ark. A Contribution to the Study of Unnatuml History. 
By Phil RobtnsoNi Author of *'ln my Indian Garden,** ** Under 
the Punkah,** &c., &c. 2 vols. Small post 8vo, \2s. 6d. 

Noble Words and Noble Deeds, From the French of E. Muller. 
Containing many Full-page Illustrations by Fhilippoteaux. Square 
imperial idino, cloth extra, 7^. 6^,; plainer binding, plain edges, 5^. 

Nordenskidl^s Voyage around Asia and Europe, A Popular 
Acodnnt of the North-East Passage of the “Vega.** By Lieut. A, 
Hovgaari\ of the Royal Danish Navy, and member of the “ Vega *' 
Expedition. Demy Svo, cloth, with about 50 Illustrations and 
3 Maps, 2Z^. 

North American Review (The). Monthly, price 2s. 6 d. 

Nothing to Wear; and Two Millions. By W. A. Butler. 
New Edition. Small post Svo, in stiff coloured wrapper, ix. 

Nursery Playmates (Prince of). 217 Coloured Pictures for 

Children by eminent Artists. Folio, in coloured boards, 6x. 

/'\FF to the Wilds: A Story for Boys, By G. Manville 

^ Fenn. Most richly and profusely Illustrated. Crown Svo, cloth 
extra, yx. (ul. 

Old-Fashioned Girl. See Alcott. 

On Horseback through Asia Minor, By Capt. Fred Burnaby, 
Royal Horse Guards, ^uthor of “A Ride to IChiva.’* 2 vols., 
Svo, with three Maps and Portrait of Author, 6th Edition, 38X. ; 
Cheaper Edition, crown Svo, lox. 6<4 

Our Little One^ in Heaven. Edited by the Rev. H. Robbins. 
With Frontispiece after Sir Joshua Reynolds. Fcap., cloth extra, 
New Edition—the 3rd, with lUustrations, 5x. 

Our Village. By Mary Russell Mitforo. Illustrated with 
Frontispiece Ste<^ Engraving, and Z2 full-page and 157 smaller Cuts. 
Crown 4to, cloth, gilt edges, 2xx.; cheaper binding, lOx. ftd. 

Our Woodland Trees. By F. G. Heath. Large post Svo, 
plotli, gilt edges, uniform with “ Fern World ’* and “ Fern Paradise,** 
by the same Author. 8 Coloured Plates (showing leaves of every 
British Tree) and 20 Woodcuts, cloth, gilt edges, I2x. Third 
Edition. About 600 pages. 

Outlines of Ornament in all Styles, A Work of Reference for 
At^tect Alt .Manufacturer, Decorative Artist and Practical 
Painter. By W. and G. A. Audsley, Fellows of the Royal Institute 
cff British Architects. Only a Ihnited number have been printed and 
stones destroyed* Snudl foUo» 60 platecy'with introductory text, 
^bgidigllt, 31X. 
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"pAINTERS of All Schools, By Louis Viardot, and other 
^ Writers. 500 pp., super-royal 8vo, 20 P'ull-page and 70 smaller 
Engravings, cloth extra, 25^. A New Edition is issued in Half- 
crown parts, with fifty additional portraits, cloth, gilt edges, 31^. 6</. 

Painting (A Short History of the British School of). By 

Gbo. H. Shepherd. Post 8vo, cloth, 3^. 6 d, 


Palliser {Mrs,) A History of Lace^ from the Earliest Period, 

A New and Revised Edition, with additional cuts and text, upwards 
of 100 Illustrations and colour^ Designs, x voL, 8vo, \l, if, 

— • Historic Devices, Badges, and War Cries, 8vo, il, if. 

■ ■ ■ The China Collector's Pocket Companion, With up¬ 
wards of 1000 Illustrations of Marks and Monograms, and Edition, 
with Additions. Small post Svo, limp cloth, $s. 

Parliamentary History of the Irish Land Question {The), From 
1829 to 1869, and the Origin and Results of the Ulster Custom. Py 
R. Barky O’Brien, Barrister-at-Law, Author of ** The Irish Land 
Question and English Public Opinion.” 3rd Edition, corrected and 
revised, with additional matter. Post Svo, cloth extra, 6 s, 


Pathways of Palestine: a Descriptive Tour through the Holy 
Lan^ By the Rev. Canon Tristram. Illustrated with 44 per¬ 
manent Photographs. (The Photographs are large, and most perfect 
Specimens of the Art.) Published in 22 Monthly Parts, 4X0, in 
Wrapper, 2^. 6 d, each. Vol. I., containing 12 parts, 24 Illustrations, 
cloth, gilt edges, 31^. 6 d, 

Peasant Life in the West of England, By Francis George 
Heath, Author of “ Sylvan Spring,” “The Fern World.” Crown 
Svo, 400 pp. (with Autograph Letter of seven pages from Lord 
Beaconsfiefd to the Author, written December 28, i8w), loj. 6 d, 

Petites Leqons de Conversation et cU Grammaire: Oral and 

Conversational Method; being Lessons introducing the^ most Useful 


Birmingha -. . 

Steps in Conversational French Grammar,” which see. 

Photography (History and Handbook of). See Tissandier* 

Physical Treatise on Electricity and Magnetism, By J. E. H. 
Gordon, B.A. With about aoo coloured, full-page, and other 
Illustrations. In respect to the number and beauty of the lUastraUona, 
the vmrk is quite unique. 2 vols., Svo, 3dr. 

Poems of the Inner Life, A New Edition, Revised, with many 

additional Poms. ' Small post Svo, cloth, 
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Poffinuc People: their Loves and Lives, By Mrs. Beecher 

Stowe. Crown 8vo, cloth, 6x. 

Polar Expeditions, See Koldewey, MARKHiCn, MacGahan, 
Nares, and Nokdenskiold. 

Poynter {Edward y., E,A.), See “ Illustrated Text-books.” 

PublisJurd Circular (The), and General Record of British and 

Foreign Literature. Published 6n the xst and X5th of every Month, yL 

Pyrenees {The), By Henry Blackburn. With loo Illustra¬ 
tions by Gustave DoRi, a New Map of Routes, and Information for 
Travellers, corrected to i88i. With a description of Lourdes in 1880. 
Crown 8vo, cloth extra, 7x. 6 d, 


ZpAMBA UD {Alfred), History of Russia^ from its Origin 

• to the Year 1877. With Six Maps. Translated by Mrs. L. B. 
Lane, z vols., demy Svo, cloth extra, 38^. 

Recollections of Writers, By Charles and Mary Cowden 
Clarke. Authors of The Concordance to Shakespeare,** &c. ; 
with Letters of Charles Lamb, Leigh Hunt, Douglas Jerrold, 
and Charles Dickens ; and a Preface by Mary Cowden Clarke. 
Crown Svo, cloth, los, 6 a, 

Rkmusat {Madame de)f See “ Memoirs of," “ Selection." 

Richter {Jean Paul), The Literary Works of Leonardo da 
Vinci, Containing his Writings on Painting, Sculpture, and Archi¬ 
tecture, his Philosophical Maxims, Humorous Writings, and Miscel¬ 
laneous Notes on Personal Events, on his Contemporaries, on Litera¬ 
ture, &c. ; for the first time published from Autograph Manuscripts. 
By J. P. Richter, Ph.Dr., Hon. Member of the Royal and Imperial 
Academy of Rome, &c. a vols., iAperial Svo, containing about 200 
Drawings in Autotype R^roductions, and numerous other Illustrations. 
Price £^t Guineas to Subscribers. After publication the price will 
be Ten Ouiheas. 


Robinson {Phil), See ** In my Indian Garden,” ** Under the 

Punkah,*' “Noah's Ark.” 


Bpch^^oucavlds^ EeflecHons, Bayard Series, 2s, 6 d, 

Ebgm (ky (f Memory, See “Choice 

Choice Books*" ar. 6 d, 
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Rose Library (The), Popular Literature of all Countries. Each 

volume, is. \ cloth, 2 s. w. Many of the Volumes are Illustrated— 

1. Sea-Gull Bock. By Jules Sandbau. Illustrated. 

2. Little Women. By Louisa M. Alcott. 

3. Little Women Wedded. Forming a Sequel to * ‘ Little Women. ” 

4. The House on Wheels. By Madame de Stole. Illustrated, 
t Little Men. By Louisa M. Alcott. Dble.vol., 2j. j cloth, 3.r. 6</. 
^ The Old-Fashioned Girl. By Louisa M. Alcott, Double 

vol., 2s. ; cloth, 3^. 6ef. 

7. The Mistress of the Manse. By J. G. Holland. 

8. Timothy Titoomb’s Letters to Touner People, Single and 

Married. 

9. Undine, and the Tvfo Captains. By Baron De La Motte 

FouquE. a New Translation by F. E. Bunnett. Illustrated. 

10. Draacy Miller’s Dowry, and the Elder’s Wife. Saxe Holm. 
XI. The Four Gold Pieces. By Madame Gouraud. Illustrated. 

12. Work. A Story of Experience. First Portion. By L. M. Alcott. 

13. Beginning Again. Sequel to above. By L. M. Alcott. 

14. Piociola; or, the Prison Flower. X. B. Saintine. Illustrated 

15. Bobert’s Holidays. Illustrated. 

16. The Two Children of St. Domingo. Numerous Illustrations. 

17. Aunt Jo’s Scrap Bag. 

x8. Stowe (Mrs. H, B.) The Pearl of Orr’s Island. 

19. -The Minister’s Wooing. 

20. -Betty’s Bright Idea. 

21. .. . The Ghost in the Mill. 

22. -Captain Kidd’s Money. 

23. — We and our Neighbours. Double vol., 2s. 

24. - .. ■ ' My Wife and I. Double vol., 2s .; cloth, gilt, 3s, Cd. 

25. Hans Brinker; or, the Silver Skates. 

26. Lowell’s My Study Window. 

27. Holmes (O. W.) The Guardian Angel. 

28. Warner (C. D.) My Summer in a Garden. 

29. Hitherto. By the Author of ** The Gayworthys.” 2 vols., i^. each. 

30. Helen’s Babies. By their Latest Victim. 

31. The Barton Experiment. By the Author of ** llclci^’s Babies. ” 

’ 32. Dred. Mrs. Beecher Stowe. Dble. vol., 2^.; cloth gilt, 31.6</. 

33. Warner (C. D.) In the Wilderness. 

34. Six to One. A Seaside Story. 

35. Nothing to Wear, and Two Millions. 

36. Farm Ballads. By Will Carlbton. 

37. Farm Festivals. By Will Carleton. 

38. Farm Legends. By Will Carleton. 

39 and 4a The Clients of Dr. Bemaglus. BlART. Farts I. Sc II. 

41. Baby Bue; her Adventures and Misadventures. C. M.Clay. 

42. The UndiaoQvered Country. By W. D. Howells. 

43. Friends: a Duet By EuzABsin Stuart FhelpSi 

44. A Geattoman of Lsisure. A Novel. By Edoar FawcetTi 

45. The Story of Bolon Troy. 
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Round the Yule Log: Norwegian Folk and Fairy Tales, 
Translated from the Norwegian of P. Chr. Asbjornsen. With lOO 
Illustrations. Imperial i6mo, cloth extraj gilt edges, 'js, 6<4 

Russell ( W. Clarke), See “ A Sailor’s Sweetheart,” 3 vols., 
3ir. ; ** Wreck of the Orosvenor,” 6 j. j ‘‘John Holdsworth (Chief 
Mate),” 6 s, 

Russell {W. H,^ ZL.D.) Hesperothen: Notes from the Western 
World. A Record of a Ramble through part of the United States, 
Capada, and the Far West, in the Spring and Summer of 1S81. By 
W. H. Russell, LL.D. 2 vols., crown 8vo, cloth, 24X. 

. . The Tour of the Prince of Wales in India, By 

W. II. Russell, LL.D. Fully Illustrated by Sydney P. Hall, 
M.A. Super-royal 8vo^ cloth extra, gilt edges, 52/. 6 d,i Large 
Paper Edition, 84/. 


^A/NTS and their Symbols ; A Companion in the Churches 
^ and Hcture Galleries of Europe. With Illustrations. Royal i6mo, 
cloth extra, 3x. (d. 

Science Ladders, Fcap. 8 vo, stiff covers, 6d, each. 

Series I. 

No. I. Forms of Land and Water. With 15 Illustrations. 

„ XZ* The Story of Early Exploration. 

Series II. 

„ I. TTesetable Llfls.^ With 35 Illustrations. 

,, II. Flowerless Plants. 

Series IlL 

„ I. Ziowest Forme of Water Animals. With 22 Illustrations 
„ ZI. Lowly Mantle and Armour-Wearers* 

Schuyler {Eu^ni), The Life of Peter the Great, By EugIne 
Schuyler, Author of “Turkestan.” 2 vols., demy 8vo, doth extra. 

* Selection from the Letters of Madame de Rimusat to her Husband 
and Son, from 1804 to 1813. From the French, by Mrs. Cashel 
Hoey and Mr. John Lillie. In i voL, demy 8vo (uniform with 
the “Memoirs of Madame de Rimusat,” 2 vols.), cloth extra, i6j. 

Seonee : Sporting in the Satpura Range of Central India^ and in 
the Valley of the Ncrbudda. By R. A Sterndale, F.R.G.S. 8vo, 
with numerous niustmtions, air. 

Seven Years in South Africa c Travels, Researchesy and Hunting 

^ Adventures between me Diamond-Fields and the Zambesi (1872_ 

1879). By Dr. Emil Holds. Withover 100 Original Illustrations 
and 4 Maps. Ip 2 vols., demy 8vo, cloth extra, 42^. 
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Sorpent Charmer {The): a Tale of the Indian Mutiny, From 
the French of Louis Rousselst. Numerous Illustrations. Crown 
8vo, cloth extra, gilt edges, yr. 6^ ; plainer binding, 5J. 

ShadboU (S.) The Afghan Campaigns of 1878—1880. By 
Sydney Shadbolt, Joint Author of “The South African Campaign 
of 1879.’* Dedicated by permission to Major*General Sir Frederick 
Roberts, G.C.B., V.C., &c. 2 vols., royal quarto, cloth extra; to sub* 
Ecribers before publication, 2/. lor. ; to non-subscribers, 3/. 

Shooting: its Appliancesy Practkcy and Purpose. By James 
Dalziel Douoall, F.S.A., F.Z.A., Author of “Scottish Field 
Sports,’* &c. New Ethtion, revised with additions. Crown 8vo, 
cloth extra, yr. 6^/. 

*'Tbe book is admirable in every way. .... We wish it every success."— Gls^e, 
**k very complete treaiise. .... ukely to take high rank as an authority on 
shooting Daily News. 

Sikes ( Wirt). Ranibles and Studies in Old South Wales. With 
numerous Illustrations. Demy 8vo, cloth extra, l8r. By WlET 
Sikes, Author of “ British Goblins,” which see. 

SiUnt Hour ( The). See “ Gentle Life Series.” 

Silver Sockets {The); and other. Shadows of Redemption. 
Eighteen Sermons preached in Christ Church, Hampstead, by the 
Rev. C. H. Waller. Small post 8vo, cloth, 

Smith (G.) Assyrian Explorations and Discoveries. By the htc 
George Smith. Illustrated by I’hotographs and Woodcuts. Demy 
8vo, 6th Edition, iSr. 

- The Chaldean Account of Genesis. By the late 

G. Smith, of the Department of Oriental Antiquities, British Museum^ 
With many Illustrations. Demy 8vo, cloth extra, 6th Edition, i 6 s. 
An entirely New Edition, completely revised and re-written by the 
Rev. Professor Sayce, Queen’s College, Oxford. Demy 8vo, i8r, 

Snow-Shoes and Canoes; or^ the Adventures of a Fur-Hunter 
in the Hudson’s Bay Territory. By W. H. G. Kingston. 2nd 
Edition. With numerous Illustrations. Square crown 8vo, icloth 
extra, gilt edges, yr. 6<4 ; plainer binding, 5/. 

South Afrmn Campaign^ 1879 Compiled by J. P. 

MACKINNON (formerly 72nd Highlanders), and S. H. Shadbolt ; 
and dedicated, by permission, to Field-Marshal H.R.H, The Duke 
ofvCambridge. 4to, handsomely bound in cloth extra, 2/. lOr. 

Stanley (H. M.) How I Found Livingstone, Crown 8vo, cloth 

extra, yj. 6</.; large Paper Edition, \Qs. 6 d, ^ 
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Staniey {It. M.) **MyKiduiUf** Prince^ Slave. A Stoiy 

from Central Africa. Crown 8vo, about 430 pp. 1 with numerons graphic 
Illustrations, after Original Designs by the Authon Cloth, yx. 6 d. 

Coomassie and Magdala. A Story of Two, British 
Campaigns in Africa. Demy 8vo, with Maps and Illustrations, i6x. 

—— TTirougk l/te Dark Continent^ which see. 

Story without an End. From the German of Carov^, by the late 
Mrs, Sarah T. Austin. Crown 4to, with 15 Exquisite Drawings 
by • K. V. B., printed in Colours in Fac>»mile of the original Water 
Colours; and numerous other Illustrations. New Edition, yx. dtf. 

. . square 4to, with Illustrations by Harvey. 2j. (id. 

Stowe {Mrs. Beecher) Dred. Cheap Edition, boards, 2j, Cloth, 
gilt edges, 3x. 6<f. 

Footsteps (f the Master. With Illustrations and red 
borders. So^ post 8 to, doth extra, 6x. 

■' Geography, with 60 Illustrations. Square cloth, 4s. 6d, 

- Little Foxes. Cheap Edition, ts. •, Library Edition, 

4 x. 6 d. 

... Bett/s Bright Idea. is. 

- . . My Wife and /; or, Harry Hendersofis History. 

Small post 8vo, doth extra, ftx.'*' 


- Minister's Wooing. 5r.; Copyright Series, ts. 61.*, cl, ax.* 

—^ Old Town Folk, 6s.; Cheap Edition, ax. 6d. 

— — Old Town Fireside Stories. Cloth extra, 3X. 6d. 

Our Folks at Pogtmuc. 6s. 

We and our Neighbours. 1 voL, smalj post 8vo, 6s, 
8«qijdto**MyWifcand£"* 

'•^^ Finh and White Sfranny. Small post 8vo* ax, 6d, 

Edidon, IX. 6^. and ^ 
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Stowe (Mrs, Beecher) Queer Little People, ix.; cloth, ax. 

- Chimney Comer, is.; cloth, ix. 6d 

- - The Pearl of Ort^s Island, Crown 8vo, 5x.* 

—... Woman in Sacred History, Illustrated with 15 

Chromo-litliographs and about 200 pages of Letterpress. Demy 
4to, cloth extra, gilt edges, 25^. 

Studenfs French Examiner. By F. Julies, Author of “ Petites 
Le9ons de Conversation et de Grammaire.*' Square cr. 8vo, cloth, 2r. 

Studies in the Theory of Descent. By Dr. Aug, Weismann, 
Professor in the University of Freiburg, Translated and edited by 
Raphaei. Meldola, F.C.S., Secretary of the Entomological Society 
oM-ondon. Part I.—“On the Seasonal Dimorphism of Butterflies,” 
containing Original Communications by Mr. W. IL Edwards, of 
Coalburgh. With two Coloured Plates. Price of Part. I. (to Sub¬ 
scribers for the whole work only), ; Part 11 . (6 coloured plates), i6r.; 
Port III., 6 s. 

Sunrise: A Story of These Times. By William Black, 
Author of “ A Daughter of Heth,” &c. Crown 8vo, cloth, 6 s. 

Surgeon^s Handbook on the Treatment of Wounded in War. By 
Dr, Friedrich Esmarch, Surgeon-General to the Prussian Array. 
Numerous Coloured Plates and Illustrations, Svo. strongly bound, 
1/. 8r. 

Sylvan Spring. By Francis George Heath, Illustrated by 
12 Coloured Plates, drawn by F. E. Hulme, F.L.S., Artist and 
Author of “ Familiar Wild Flowers;” by 16 full-page, and more than 
100 other Wood Engravings. Large post Svo, cloth, gilt edges, 1 2 s. 6 d. 


'JTAINE (H. A.) **Zes Origines de la France Coniemporaine.^' 

d- Translated by John Durand. 

Vol. I. The Ancient Beg-ime. Demy Svo, cloth, i6r. 

Vol. 2. The French Bevoltttion. Vol. 1. do. 

Vol. 3. Do. do. Vol. 2. do. 

Tauchnitds English Editions of German Authors. Each 
volume, cloth flexible, 2 s.; or sewed, if. 6 et. (Catalogues post free 
on application.) 

--- (B.) German and English Dictionary, Cloth, ix. 6 d.\ 

roan, 2f. 


* 
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Taucknits^s French and English Dictionary, Paper, is, 6d.; 

cloth, 2 s,; roan, 2 s, 6 d. 

— —Italian and English Dictionary, Paper, u. (id.\ cloth, 
ar.; roan, 2J. 6i4 

■ Spanish and English, Paper, is, 6d,; cloth, 2s ,; roan, 

2 S. 6if. 

Through America ; or^ Nine Months in the United States, By 
W. Q. Marshall, M.A. With nearly loo Woodcuts ol Views of 
Utah country and the famous Yosemite Valley; The Giant Trees, 
New York, Niagara, San Francisco, &c.; containing a full account 
of Mormon Life, as noted by the Author during his visits to Salt Lake 
City in 1878 and 1879. Demy 8vo, 2 ls, ; cheap edition, crown 8vo, 

Through the Dark Continent: The Sources of the Nile; Around 
the Great Lakes, and down the Congo. By H. M. Stanley. 
Cheap Edition, crovm 8vo, with some of the Illustrations and Maps, 

IZS, Kid, 

Through Siberia, By the Rev. Henry Lansdell. Illustrated 
with about 30 Engravings, 2 Route Maps, and Photograph of the 
Author, in Fish<skin Costume of the Gilyaks on the l^wer Amur. 
2 vole., demy 8vo, 3or. 

Tour of the Prince of Wales in India, See Russell. 

Trees and Ferns, By F, G. Heath. Crown 8vo, cloth, gilt 
edges, with numerous Illustrations, 3J. ddl 

*' A charmiae little Tolftme.*'—A mk/ and Water. 

Tristram iJRev, Canon) Pathways of Palestine: A Descriptive 
Tour through the Holy Land. First Series. Illustrated by 22 Per¬ 
manent Photographs. Folio, cloth extra, gilt edges, 31^. 6</. 

Two Friends. By Lucien Biart, Author of “ Adventures of 
a Young Naturalist,” My Rambles in the New World,” &c. Small 
post 8vo, numerous Illustrations, gilt edges, yr. 6<f.} plainer binding, 5^. 

Two Supercargoes {The); or^ Adventures in Savage Africa, 
By W. H. G. Kingston. Numerous Full-page Illustrations. Square 
impwal l6mo, cloth extra, gilt edges, ^s, dd, ; pltuner binding, 5r. 


T JNDER the Punkah. By Phil Robinson, Author of “In 
my Indian Garden.” Crown Svq^ limp cloth, 3 r. 6dl 
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Union Jack {The), Every Bofs Paper, Edited by G. A. 
Henty. One Penny Weekly, Monthly 6*/. Vol. III. commences 
with the Fart for November, 1881, and contains the first Chapters 
of Three Serial Stories by G. Manvills Fenn, Louis Rousselet, 
and W. H. G. Kingston, from the French of “Landelle.” Illustrated 
by the Best Artists. With the first Part is presented a Photograph of 
Jules Verne, and a Coloured Plate, “Rounding the Lightship,” a 
Yachting Incident; and this Volume will also contain New Stories by 
Col. Butler, Author of “ The Great Lone Land,*’ Jules Verne, an 
Historical Story, by the Editor, &c., &c. Volume II. for 1881, beauti* 
fully bound in red cloth (royal 4to), Is, iid.^ gilt edges, 8r. Beautifully 
Illustrated with over 400 Illustrations, including 52 full-page Engra¬ 
vings, 8 Steel ditto, 7 Coloured Plates, and Photograph of the Editor. 

7 ^ CorUents comprise: 

The Oomet of Horse: -a Tale of Marlborough’s Wars. By the 
Editor. 

The Youngr Frano-Tireurs: a Tale of the Franco-German War, 
By the Editor. 

The Ensign and Middy : a Tale of the Malay Peninsula. By G, 
Manville Fenn. 

The Steam House : The Demon OP Cawnporb. A Tale of India. 
By J ULEs Verne. 

Bawdon School: a Tale of Schoolboy Life. By BerNiVAD 
Heldmann. 

Dorrinoourt: a Story of a Term there. By Bernard IIbldmann. 
Peyton Phelps; or, Adventures among the Italian Carbonari By 
G. Stebbing. 

Gerald Battlin : a Tale of Sea Life. By Geo. Elford. 

A Pight in Freedom’s Cause. 

An Eventful Bide. 

The Ghost of Leytonstone Manor. 

An Editor’s Yams. 

True Tales of Brave Actions. 

And numerous other Articles of Interest and Instruction. 

A few copies of Volume I., for t88o, still remain, price 6x. 

Upolu; OTt A Paradise of the Gods; being a Description of 
the Antiquities of the chief Island of the Samoan Group, with Remarks 
on the Topography, Ethnology, and History of the Polynesian Islands 
in general. By the late Handley Bathurst Sterndale. Edited 
and annotated by his brother, Author of “Seonee,” “The Afghan 
Knife,” &c. 2 vols., demy 8vo. 

TJ/CTOE Hugo and his Times, Translated from the French 
^ of A. Barbou by Ellen E. Frewer. 120 Illustrations many of 
them from designs by Victor Hugo himself. Super-royal 8vo, cloth 
extra. 

Vincent (J^.) Norsks Lapp, and Finn, By Frank Vincent. 
Jun., Author of “The lAnd of the White EleDhant,” “Through 
and Through the Tropics” &C. 8vo, doth, with Frontispiece and 
Map, 12X. 
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Around the World in . . „ 

Eighty Days . . . . i ' ” 

A Floating City » ... ■* 

The Blockade Runners .3 7 6 

Dr. Ox’s Experiment . . 

Master 2 <aoharias . . . 

A Drama in the Air • • f 7 0 
A Winter amid the lae . 

The Survivors of the ^ 

“ Chancellor « 

Martin Paz.j 

Thb Mysterious 1 si.a.nd, ^ 

3 vols.:— « 

Vol. 1 . Dropped from the 

Clouds. 

Vol. II. Abandoned . . 

Vol. III. Secret of the Is* 
land' 

The CSiild of the Cavern . 

The Begum’s Fortune . . / o 

The ^bnlatsons.! of a I >7 q 
Chinaman . . . - > • ' 

Tab ^TEAK House ,2 vols.:— ) 
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BRASsn in^vx&s AVn T|ti.V>ai.BB8. 3 vols. Demy 
Illustrations, 12 *. 6 i .; gilt edges, 14 ». each 
I BurunUitioir or cuB WoB&n. 
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J^AITAHUm: A Story of New Zealand life. By 
Alexander Bathgate* Author of ** Colonial Experiencea.** 
Crown 8vO| cloth, 5/. 

Waller {Rev. C. If.) The Names on the Gates of Pearl, 
and other Studies. By the Rev. C. H. Waller, M.A. Second 
Edition. Crown Svq, doth extra, df. 

A Grammar and Analytical Voeahtdary of the Words in 
the Greek Testament Compiled from Brtider's Concordance. For 
the use of Divinity Students and Greek Testament Classes, By the 
Rev. C. H. Waller, M. A. Fart 1. The Grammar. Small post Svo, 
clotli, 2x. 6<f. Part 11. The Vocabulary, zs. 6 d. 

.. Adoption and the Covenant, Some Thoughts on 

Confirmation. Super-royal i6mo, doth limp, ar. (A, 

"■ ■" See also Silver Sockets.” 

Wanderings South by East: a Descriptive Record of Four Years 
of Travel in the less known Countries and Islands of the Southern 
and Eastern Hemispheres. By Walter COOTb. Svo, wiA vety 
numerous lUustrations and a Map, 2ix. 

Warner (C. D.) My Summer in a Garden. Rose Library, is. 

- Back-log Studies, Boards, is, 6d. j doth, 2s, 

. . . In the Wilderness. Rose Library^ is. 

—— Mummies and Moslems. Svo, cloth, t2S. 

Weaving. See ** History and Principles.” 

Where to Find Ferns. By F. G. Heath, Author of “The 
Fem World,” &e.; with a Spedal Chapter on the Feme round 
I/mdon; lists of Fem Stations, and Descriptions of Perns and Fern 
Halutats throughout the British Isles. Crown Svo, doth, price 31. 

Wh&URhoda E.) From Infancy to Womanhood. A Book of 

Inktuction for Young Mothers. Crown Svo, doth, zox* 

Whittier {J. G.) The Kin^s Missive, and later Poems. x8mo, 
choice parc^ent cover, 31. fid. This book contmns all the Poems 
written oy uix. Whittier smce the publication of ** Hasel Blossoms.” 

■ .. Tfie Whittier Birthday Book. Extract from the 

Author's writings, withPortrait'and ihuneroiu Illustrations. Uniform 
with the ^'Emerson BUthday Book” Slquare 
binding, 3r. W. ■ . 
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WtllSf A Few Hints on Proving, without Frofsssional Assistance, 
Bv a Probate Court Official. 5^^ Edition, revised with Forms 
of Wills, Residuary Accounts, &c. Fcap. 8vo, cloth limp, ]/. 


With Axe and Rifle on the Western Prairies, By W. H. G, 
Kingston. With numerous Illustrations, square crown 8vo, cloth 
extra, gilt edges, •js, 6 d ,; plainer binding, 5/. 


Woolsey (C P>., LJLH) Introduction to the Study of Inter* 
national Law; designed as an Aid in Teaching and in Historical 
Studies. 5th Edition, demy 8to, x8r. 


Words tf Weilington: Maxims and Opinions, Sentences and 
Reflections of the Great Duke, gathered from his Despatches, I^etters, 
and Speedies (Bayard Series). 2x. fldl 

Wredt of the Grosvenor, By W. Clark Russell, Author of 
** John Holdsworth, Chief Mate,** ** A Sailor’s Sweetheart,'* Ac. dr* 
Third and Cheaper Edition. 

Wright (the late Rev, Henry) Sermons, Crown 8vo, with 

Siogxaphical Preface, Portrait, Ac. [/n the pf ess. 


lUlitPSOi^ LOW, MARSTON, SEARLE, A RIVINGTON/ 


CROWN BI^ILDINGS, x8^ FLEET STREET, EXL 








